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MEMORANDUM 
TO: All State of Washington Attorneys 

RE: The Unique Facilities and Flexibility of the 
Metropolitan Press, Seattle, a Service Oriented 
Printing Company 

The Metropolitan Press has earned the reputation as 
the state's leading legal-financial printer and color 
lithographer. This reputation has been accomplished 
progressively since the Company's founding in 1905 
by people who believed in the highest standards of 
quality, integrity and service as they apply to the 
printing industry. 

A partial listing of services in our Legal & Financial 
divisions include: 

LEGAL DIVISION 
(Penaining to the printing and disposition of appellate 
briefs) 

• Brief drafts are edited to conform to the current rules 
on appeal. 

• Index and case authority are prepared for you auto
matically with special attention to the correct form 
of citations. 

• Briefs are printed either letterpress or offset; are 
served for you on opposing counsel ( either person
ally or by our affidavits of service duly prepared and 
notarized) and we file the requisite number of copies. 
The above services take place in most instances 
within 48 hours after receipt of copy. 

• We specialize in appellate briefs for the Washington, 
Idaho and Oregon State Supreme Courts; The Wash
ington State Court of Appeals; The Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals; The U.S. Supreme Court; The 
U.S. Court of Claims; and the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

FINANCIAL DIVISION 
(Pertaining to documents required for the issuance of 
securities to the public) 

• Financial printing for SEC encompassing registra
tion statements and prospectuses requires a thorough 
knowledge of the complex rules and regulations and 
in many cases, overnight production of the docu
ments involved. 

• The Metropolitan Press has produced the documents 
for the majority of full registrations originating from 
this state. 

• We are also specialists in the production of offering 
circulars, Regulation "A" 's, engraved and litho
graphed stock certificates, debentures and bonds; 
indentures; merger agreements; proxy statements and 
proxies; and annual and interim shareholder reports. 

The Metropolitan Press 

appreciates your business; 
solicits your continuing business; 
and invites your referral of new business. 

Please call MUtual 2-8800 collect - MUtual 2-8801 in the evening after 5 p.m. 

s / BARRY J. REISCHLING 

Manager, Legal-Financial Divisions 

CRAFTSMAN-MET PRESS 
(Metropolitan Press) 

Fairview Avenue N. & Valley, Seattle, Washington 98109 

(paid advertisement) 
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As the 1971 legislative session 
draws near, the push will begin 
anew for passage of bills deemed 
necessary for the improvement of 
our system of justice. 

Should courts of limited jurisdic
tion be courts of record? They could 
be under the proposed revision of 
the judicial article of the sta,te con
stitution. Will "drunk in public" no 
longer be a charge run through our 
judicial system? Revision of the 
state criminal code will be proposed 
in the '71 session, which revision 
may or may not deal with this 
question. Judge Soukup discusses 
these two areas and proposes three 
other areas for improvement
operation of traffic court, standardi
zing municipal court and metropoli
tan-suburban district courts within 
a county and using justice court 
judges as pro tern superior court 
judges for certain matters (page 5). 

* * * * * * * 

If the legislature is going to re
vise RCW Title Nine, the criminal 
code, it is hoped that amendment 
of the wiretapping and eavesdrop
ping chapter occurs. There is no 
need to duck revision on grounds 
that it is "too political" or "too 
controversial" (page 15). 

A bill requiring reporting of 
campaign contributions and expen
ditures (page 24), revision of the 
grand jury laws and coroner jury 
laws should also be high on the 
agenda. 

******* 

Discipline and removal of judges 
undoubtedly will reappear as an 
issue in the session. The judges have 
a proposal that could be implemen
ted by court rule. Their thought is 
that constitutional revision in this 
area should not occur unless the 
merit plan for the selection and 
retention of judges is a part of the 
revision (page 7). 

******* 

Editor's Note ® 
The Seattle Eight Minus One 

Conspiracy Trial is underway in 
Tacoma. A recent article in The 
Nation magazine gives a most in
teresting version of the roles of 
Stan Pitkin, Attorney General 
Mitchell, and the Nixon administra
tion generally in the filing of the 
charges. Some comments are attri
buted to Michael Rosen (page 9). 

******* 

The picture of Tom Alberg is 
being run for the benefit of those 
who live in Eastern Washington and 
who do not know what he looks 
like, but would like to be on the 
lookout for him after reading his 
proposal for one lawyer, one vote 
on the board (page 2). The presi
dent's reply is somewhat non
committal (page 3). 

******* 

A debate between Betty Howard 
and Judge James always makes for 
good copy (page 31) ... Spokane 
County leads the nation in speedy 
trials (page 13) . . . Returned by 
popular demand, McLauchlan At 
Large (page 27) ... A search is on 
for an assistant to Alice Ralls to 
replace her upon her retirement in 
1972 (page 13) ... Young Lawyers 
are asked to mark, clip and mail 
page 34 to indicate the committees 
on which they would like to work 
this year. 



(!) Letters 

THAT GAVIN 

Editor: 

I see by the (October] Bar 
News, at page 19, that John Gavin 
of Yakima gave a speech entitled 
"THE INCREASING VOLUME OF 
LITIGATION-WHAT ARE WE 
GOING TO DO ABOUT IT? A 
PROPOSAL." 

If my memory serves me right, 
Mr. Gavin and his pal John Rupp 
years ago were part of a conspiracy 
designed to shorten judicial opin
ions. I wonder if they could not 
include in their agendum a plan to 
shrink the titles of their public 
addresses. 

In a lawyerlike performance-of 
which we all know that Mr. Gavin is 
superbly capable-he gave his audi
tors far more than they had a right 
to expect. Though the title to his 
remarks limited him to A proposal, 
your story shows that he gave them 
four separate proposals. This expan
sion, although possibly in the high
est traditions of the legal profes
sion, hardly comports with the 
promise inherent in the title of Mr. 
Gavin's speech. As we walk arm in 
arm down the sunset trail, let us all 
in the future strive to keep faith 
with our auditors. 

Olympia 

FRANK HALE 
State Supreme Court Judge 

LAW IN THE SCHOOLS 
Editor: 

I read the article appearing in the 
November issue of the Bar News 
concerning courses on the legal sys
tem to be offered in the schools. 
The article solicits help, but does 
not indicate who should be con
tacted regarding the program. 

A READER 
Ed. Note: Contact Roy C. Mitchell, 
Director of Professional Activities 
at the State Bar office, who is co
ordinating the project. 

ONE LAWYER, ONE VOTE 

Dear Mr. Beresford: 

At its ·meeting on October 15, 
1970, the Board of Trustees of the 
Young Lawyers Section of the 
Seattle-King County Bar Associa
tion adopted a resolution asking me 
to write to you in response to your 
column in the October issue of the 
Bar News, in which you solicited 
suggestions for improvement of the 
Washington State Bar Association. 

The Young Lawyers Section 
believes that it would be appropri
ate for the Board of Governors to 
appoint a representative committee 
to consider possible reforms of the 
Washington State Bar Association. 
One of the principal issues which 
should be considered is the reap
portionment of the Board of 
Governors so that all lawyers in the 
State have approximately equal 
representation on the Board. 
Whether or not the United States 
Constitution requires the Board of 
Governors to be apportioned on the 
basis of "one lawyer, one vote," the 
present allocation of members by 
Congressional Districts produces 
such a disproportionate representa
tion on the Board that we believe 
the method of apportioning mem
bers should be changed. 

The unequal representation 
occurs because of the large number 
of lawyers who practice in the 
urban areas of our State. For 
example, it is our understanding 
that approximately 2,000 lawyers 
reside in the First and Seventh Con
gressional Districts, which are 
represented by two members on the 
Board of Governors, while the 
other Congressional Districts, which 
each have one delegate, range from 
approximately 450 lawyers to 250 
lawyers. In other words, one mem
ber of the Board of Governors 
re presents roughly 240 lawyers 
while another member of the Board 
represents in excess of 1,000 
lawyers. 
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Although most actions by the 
Bar Association are unrelated to 
where a lawyer practices, there are 
a growing number of issues facing 
the Bar Association which may 
affect urban and non-urban lawyers 
differently. 

Other subjects that the Board of 
Trustees believes should be con
sidered by the Board of Governors 
include increasing the size of the 
Board of Governors and having a 
young lawyer serve as an ex officio 
member of the Board (as is done on 
the Board of Trustees of the 
Seattle-King County Bar 
Association). 

These suggestions are given in 
the spirit of attempting to stimulate 
thinking about long-range changes 
in the operations of the Washington 
State Bar Association, and we hope 
that they will not be construed as 
criticism of the present members of 
the Board of Governors. 

If we can be of any assistance, 
please Jet us know. 

Sincerely, 

TOM A. ALBERG, Chairman 
Young Lawyers Section 
Seattle-King County 
Bar Association 



Dear Tom: 

I very much appreciate the 
action of the Board of Trustees of 
the Young Lawyers Section in 
asking you to write a response to 
my column in the October Bar 
News. 

The first issue you raised is one 
to which I have long given thought. 
At the time I served on the Board 
from '55 to '58, there were six 
governors, one (myself) from the 
First Congressional District, which 
at that time was roughly the same 
as the present First and Seventh 
combined, in which approximately 
fifty per cent of the lawyers of the 
state practiced, and five from the 
other districts who represented a 
total of about the same number of 
lawyers. I went on the Board think
ing this was grossly unfair. 

Actually, I have never seen a 
situation, with one exception, 
wherein geography had any bearing. 
The exception was the election of 
the president by the governors. 
There, and it is understandable, it 
was the desire of the Board to 
rotate that office east and west of 
the mountains. At the time the 
office of president was more im-
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portant, since with six governors 
the president was manifestly going 
to cast more deciding votes than he 
does today with seven governors. 

At the business meeting of the 
Oregon State Bar convention three 
weeks ago, I was quite interested in 
an extended discussion held on the 
subject of moving two of the popu
lous eastern counties into the 
western district of Oregon-the 
major concern being that the 
eastern district would lose all in
fluence which it might have with 
the state bar, and thus there would 
literally be no representation from 
over fifty per cent of the geo
graphical area of the state. That 
concern is readily understood. 

It has been my experience that 
the influence on the Board usually 
stems from the character of the 
individual governor, rather than 
from the number of lawyers he 
represents. I have felt that the care
free attitude of passing the job 
around by nominating only one 
candidate from the area is undesir
able. There is one point which I 
think the young lawyers forgot, and 
that is that united they could 
exercise a tremendous control, 
since statistics show that it would 
be very easy for them to elect 
Board members, and thus have their 
influence felt directly. 

Your idea of extending the 
Board is a good one. Oregon elects 
one governor from each of their 
four districts annually, giving a 
total membership of twelve. This is 
not too cumbersome a number; it 
helps divide the work, and may or 
may not make the Board more 
representative. 

In my opinion, our Board should 
not exceed ten or twelve members. 
While you are correct that there 
should be full representation of all 
facets of the practice, I reiterate 
that I know of no occasion where a 
Board member, on a matter of 
policy, has voted in any way other 
than as a lawyer, and not as a 

representative of a certain area. 
This is something which gives me a 
lot of confidence in our system. 

Don't overlook the importance 
of committees and committee 
chairmen. These are the real sources 
of power in our system. They are 
able to make important detailed 
studies, have a better knowledge of 
the given subject, and their reports 
are received with real respect by the 
Board. 

With the Board's consent, I have 
appointed a blue ribbon group to 
examine into our whole committee 
system. This system has not been 
completely reviewed, to the best of 
my knowledge, since the passage of 
the Bar Act in 1933. Some of the 
committees could be combined; 
perhaps there are a few which are 
no longer necessary, and certainly 
problems are arising (which are not 
enumerated here for the reason that 
your group is as familiar with them 
as I am) which call for new commit
tees and new solutions. 

Your letter brought forcibly to 
my attention that, while all mem
bers of the group are "young," it 
does run somewhat heavily to past 
presidents, and that it would be a 
good idea to hear the Young Law
yers voice on this. Accordingly, will 
you please advise your Vice
Chairman, Bob Mussehl, that I have 
just exercised my executive prerog
ative to teach him that life is not all 
pleasure, and he is forthwith 
appointed to serve with that group. 

In conclusion, Tom, this letter is 
intended to be just a few random 
observations on your thought
provoking letter to get the 
discussion rolling. I will be very 
interested in the general reaction. 

Best regards, 

r~ 
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@ The Board's Work 

y A new special "Committee on Committees" has 
been appointed by the Board of Governors to study 
the committee structure of the State Bar Association. 

Names to the committee at the Board's October 
meeting were Payne Karr, chairman, and Harrison 
Dano, John W. Riley, Harold Pebbles, Robert C. 
Mussehl, Harwood Bannister and D.N. Morrison. 

And minutes later the Board referred to the 
new committee its first additional business
consideration of a suggestion made to the Board that 
there be a State Bar committee on the general subject 
of prison reforms. 

y At the suggestion of the Legal Aid Committee, 
the Board approved a resolution encouraging employ
ment of persons of minority and low-income groups. 

" ... Lawyers in particular as representatives of 
our system of justice must make a major effort to 
increase the opportunity for employment of minori
ties and low income persons within the agencies of 
our legal system, including specifically public and 
private law offices, the judicial system, the law en
forcement system, the probation and parole system, 
the legal education system and the corrections 
system," the statement said. 

y The Board also approved in principle the Legal 
Aid Committee's suggestion that a voluntary
contribution plan for funding of law-school scholar
ships for low-income students be considered but 
asked the committee for additional information. 

In addition to the usual large volume of busi
ness concerning discipline matters, individual lawyers, 
candidates for admission to the bar and law clerks 
and interns, the Board : 

y Decided it "would not go behind" the issuance 
of a law-school diploma in considering eligibility to 
take the bar examination. The question arose in con
nection with students who had elected to take some 
law-school courses on a "pass" basis rather than the 
traditional letter grading. 

y Referred to the Legal Education Liaison 
Committee for study and report letters from Eastern 
Washington lawyers urging, in view of suggestions the 
new Evergreen college have a law school, that the Bar 
consider an investigation of "quantitative aspects" of 
legal education in Washington. The Board also was 
informed of a Spokane County Bar Association 
resolution urging appointment of a special committee 
to study the subject. 
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y Asked the Young Lawyers Committee to study 
and report upon suggestions made to the Board that 
the swearing-in ceremony and administration of the 
bar oath to new attorneys possibly could be changed 
and improved. 

y Asked the Legal Internship Committee to pre
pare minor amendments to the new Rule 9 for 
consideration of the Board. The action was prompted 
in part by a situation in which there were more 
potential interns in a community than there were 
supervising attorneys, and the Rule now limits an 
attorney's supervision to a single intern. 

y Approved formation of a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Judicial Selection, Compensation and 
Tenure to screen applicants for positions on the new 
Court of Appeals. Results of the subcommittee's 
actions will be submitted to the full Judicial Selection 
Committee and then to the Board of Governors for 
transmittal to the Governor. 

y In light of a King County legal requirement that 
candidates for office must file publicly a list of their 
campaign contributors, decided to ask Bar Counsel 
for an opinion on the new Board of Governors resolu
tion requiring only anonymous contributions by 
lawyers to candidates for law-related offices. 

y Asked the Insurance Committee to obtain and 
submit to the Board more concrete suggestions from 
an insurance firm which proposes to provide a state
wide , Bar-indorsed, non-mandatory malpractice
insurance program for State Bar members. 

y Approved a resolution adopted at the State Bar 
Convention in Vancouver in September indorsing 
state-wide adoption of the 1961 Justice Court Act, 
which would provide for full-time justices who are 
lawyers and permit two or more less-populated 
counties to join in a court district. 

y Suggested a private firm should go ahead with a 
survey of lawyers which it says is needed before it can 
submit proposed rates for a bar auto-insurance pro
gram. 

D 



TRAFFIC TICKETS, DRUNKS. AND SPEEDY JUSTICE 
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By David W. Soukup 
Judge, King County Superior Court 

Nine out of ten Washingtonians involved in litigation appear in the lower courts, meaning 
Municipal or Justice Courts. For a large majority of litigants, the lower courts are their only contact 
with the judicial system. It ought to be obvious, therefore, that the continuing effort to upgrade the 
lower courts constitutes one of the most vital public services the legal profession can render. 

The lower courts are the people's courts. It is in 
these courts that a judge becomes directly involved 
with many, many people. In other courts a judge is 
insulated from the public by the bar-he deals almost 
exclusively with lawyers, not with the public. Partly 
because of this direct contact, the lower courts are 
the most important courts in our system. In addition, 
ninety per cent of all people involved in litigation 
appear in these courts. These courts have also had, in 
four out of five cases, a first opportunity to deal with 
and to correct subsequently convicted felons, since 
eighty per cent of all convicted felons have first been 
convicted of a misdemeanor in the lower courts. 
Because of the time and expense associated with any 
system of appeals from the lower courts, these courts 
are also almost always courts of last resort. 

While these courts are, therefore, important, we 
don't treat them as important. We too often give 
them little or no consideration. Our attitude towards 
them is typified by the remark made to me by several 
lawyers when I was sitting on the bench of the 
Municipal Court of Seattle, that "I don't usually 
appear in THIS type of court." It is only recently 
that lower court judges have more or less regularly 
begun to be introduced as judges at bar association 
meetings where all other judges are introduced. I have 
heard a Superior Court judge righteously insist on 
referring to the lower courts as "inferior courts" 
since, "that's what the Constitution calls them." 

- Editorial 
The Seattle Times, October 20, 1970 

There has been much discussion recently about 
court reform-generally in the context of drafting a 
new judicial article for the Constitution. Lower court 
reform, however, is hardly ever discussed. The lower 
courts are typically dealt with by one phrase in 
proposed constitutional articles. After specifying that 
we shall have superior and appellate courts, it is 
normal to simply add the clause, "and such other 
courts as may be created from time to time by the 
legislature." Little, or no, further consideration is 
given to the lower courts. 

It is time to look at the problems of the lower 
courts. I do not intend to present a comprehensive 
survey of the needs of the lower courts, but would 
simply like to examine three or four areas that I feel 
should be of concern to us, and to suggest some 
possible changes. 

Trial De Novo 
The first area is that of a trial de novo on appeal 

from the lower courts. This must be abolished. Not 
because I have some aesthetic objection to two jury 
trials for drunk driving and one for murder, or 
because the trial de novo is overwhelming the 
superior courts-hearing appeals on the record proba
bly would be more burdensome for the superior or 
appellate court than a trial de novo. It must be 
abolished because the trial de novo system is 
thoroughly degrading to the lower courts. The system 
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in effect tells everyone-litigants , lawyers and lower 
court judges-that even if the trial is error free and 
the result completely just, if someone does not like it, 
he can have his case tried again to a REAL judge in a 
REAL court. 

In addition to that aspect of a trial de novo 
system, it was recently pointed out by Judge Lyle 
Truax, past president of the Washington State Magis
trates Association, that: 

"Instead of having our work reviewed and a 
decision written, the entire case is tried over again. 
We make the same mistakes over and over ... 
Each judge becomes the final interpreter of the 
law ... As a result, uniformity in the meaning of 
the law does not exist at our level." 
Whatever changes are made in the lower court 

system, we must eliminate the trial de novo on 
appeal. It would certainly be possible to work out an 
effective system of appeal on the record-perhaps an 
electronically prepared record-to the superior or 
appellate court. 

Drunk In Public 
Another major area of inquiry is whether the 

lower courts are now being asked to try cases that 
should not be tried in any court. Drunk in public 
cases are the first cases that come to mind in this 
regard. Treating the individual who has passed out in 
an alley (and who has been picked up primarily for 
his own protection) as a criminal, degrades not only 
the individual but also the court that must adjudicate 
the "crime." If you don't agree, I invite you to attend 
the arraignment of fifty of these "criminals" any 
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Monday morning in the Municipal Court of Seattle. 
Judge Noe handles the situation as judiciously as 
anyone possibly could, but he is in an impossible 
situation, as are all judges who are required to hear 
these cases. 

There is some hope in this area. A pilot program in 
Seattle now handles about ten per cent of the total 
drunk-in-public caseload through a detoxification 
center without court involvement. We must , however, 
get all of these people out of the criminal courts. We 
need a system that uses detoxification centers, not 
jails, and recovered alcoholics or other volunteers, not 
police, to get people to these centers. 

Traffic Tickets 
Another area of at least questionable court 

involvement is that of traffic tickets. The American 
Bar Association approach to this problem has been to 
retain a money-oriented enforcement system and to 
convince traffic court judges that they must give, at 
the same time, both fair trials and traffic safety 
education. An ABA sponsored film, shown to judges 
at traffic court seminars, demonstrates the result of 
this approach. In the film a judge walks out to try 
traffic cases in a crowded courtroom. Instead of call
ing the calendar, he proceeds to give a ten-minute 
traffic safety lecture. He actually says at one point, 
"Now you're saying, 'This is the first ticket I've 
gotten in three years'. We all know that what you 
mean is that this is the first time you've been caught 
in three years." Are the people in that courtroom 
then actually expected to believe that they will get a 
fair trial? An attempt to follow the ABA approach 
generally means the court becomes half court , half 
school, and is not doing either job well. 

I have some serious questions about the use of a 
system of court-imposed fines to enforce traffic laws. 
It seems that we should be telling people, "correct 
your driving, or stop driving," not "correct your 
driving or pay the city $20." I don't see how we can 
convince people that our primary interest is safe 
driving, not revenue, when our whole system is based 
upon monetary penalties. In addition, all driving 
offenses, including the very serious ones, tend to be 
considered together, as minor matters-"just a traffic 
ticket"-as long as we continue to consider driving 40 
miles an hour in a 30 zone as a crime. 

I would suggest a better system might treat serious 
violations-drunk driving, driving with a suspended 
license, hit and run .driving, running from the police, 
and perhaps reckless driving-as crimes, handling 
them through an appropriate criminal correction 
system using the lower courts. Other violations could 

(continued on page 25) 



A PROPOSAL BY THE JUDGES: 
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The debate continues as to whether under this state's elective system, there are real dangers in 
adopting the California Plan for the discipline and removal of judges without there also being a 
merit selection and tenure plan for the judiciary. 

On January 8, 1969, George Powell, then chair
man of the State Bar 's legislative committee , told a 
SKCBA noon luncheon crowd that the Board of 
Governors had designated as "the number one prior
ity measure" passage by the legislature of a constitu
tional amendment creating a commission on judicial 
qualifications similar to the provision found in the 
Constitution of the State of California. 

SJR 5 was introduced in the 1969 session of the 
legislature by the then state senator Wes Uhlman and 
state senator R. Frank Atwood. It failed of passage. 

In May of 1969 ABA president Bernard G. Segal 
addressed members of the judiciary and the bar at the 
Washington Athletic Club at a breakfast meeting. He 
expressed disappointment that our state did not have 
a commission on judicial qualifications. One of our 
state supreme court judges present said that he would 
resist such a commission unless it was coupled with 
the merit selection of judges. Segal disagreed saying 
one was not dependent on the other. 

Judge Eugene A. Wright in the November 1969 
issue of Judicature suggested that until Washington 
decides to follow the example of California, the bar 
association could designate a committee of top-level 
lawyers to assure the responsibility of receiving 
grievances and analyzing suggestions for judges, indi
vidually or in a group. SKCBA created such a com
mittee on May 19, 1970. Named to the Judicial 
Grievance Committee were George H. Bovingdon, 
Frank J. Eberharter and William E. Everson. 

In the 1970 extraordinary session, HJR I 6 had 
been introduced, embodying revision of the judicial 
article of the state constitution to include a com
mission on judicial qualifications. The measure did 
not move at all. 

The California Plan was described by the executive 
director of the California Commission in the July and 
August-September 1970 issues of the Bar News. 

Finally in the October 1970 Bar News it was 
reported that a resolution was passed at the state 
judicial conference in Bellingham permitting a com
mittee studying ethical standards and discipline for 
judges to work with the state bar association to 
establish a discipline board, most likely to be made 
up of lawyers and judges. 

The judges' proposed rules have been submitted to 
the attorneys-judges liaison committee. 

The rules would create four investigative commit
tees, three for Western Washington and one for 
Eastern Washington. Each committee would be 
composed of three members, a lawyer appointed by 
the Board of Governors and two judges appointed by 
one of the judges' organizations, the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court or the Chief Justice of the Court 
of Appeals, depending against whom the complaint 
has been filed. 

A five-judge Judicial Discipline Committee would 
also be created, one justice of the Supreme Court 
appointed by the Chief Justice, one judge of the 
Court of Appeals appointed by the three chief judges, 
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two judges of the Superior Court appointed by the 
governing body of the Superior Court Judges Associa
tion and one judge of courts of limited jurisdiction 
appointed by the Washington State Magistrates 
Association. 

A judge of any court of this state could be re
quested or ordered to desist, censured, reprimanded 
with recommendation that he resign or retire for 
cause spelled out in the rules. The recommendation 
of the Judicial Discipline Committee would be filed 
with the Clerk of the Supreme Court and would 
remain confidential unless ordered published by the 
Supreme Court. 

The rules are based on four premises: 
First premise: It is unfair to expect judges to 

campaign and face the electorate periodically and at 
the same time be subject to removal by some com
mission system, such as the one in effect in 
California. 

Not only must the judge use his own financial 
resources to hold his office and garner political 
support, which is vital for him to have, but he must 
also be cognizant of other vested interest groups who 
would necessarily be represented on a removal com
mission. There is no doubt that his independence to 
make judicial decisions impartially would be impaired 
to an even greater extent than it is under an elective 
system where he must seek help from lawyers, and 
others, in order to hold his office. 

Second premise: Judges as a whole are unalterably 
opposed to a commission system of discipline and 
removal, without accompanying tenure safeguards 
similar to the Missouri Plan. 

This premise was substantiated by the unanimous 
resolution adopted at the Judicial Conference. 

Aside from the reason expressed in support of the 
first premise, there are other compelling reasons for 
this rather adamant judicial feeling. Judges are 
human. The electorate is oftentimes uninformed as to 
qualifications of judicial candidates and the judge 
cannot mount the soap box as do candidates seeking 
other types of public office. With a partial lay com
mittee (as it is assumed the commission removal 
system contemplates) the judge's campaigning prac
tices are subject to scrutiny and complaint by those 
without understanding of the nature of the elected 
judicial office. Even a successful judicial candidate 
could for years following his election be subjected to 
wasted time, extra expense, and embarrassment by a 
series of complaints instigated by his unsuccessful 
opponent. 

In short, there is strong feeling that a commission 
removal system of judicial discipline is basically 
inconsistent with having the electorate pass rather 
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frequently upon the judge's qualifications. 
The argument has been made that judges are now 

fair game for the revolutionaries and the commission 
removal system offers a potential forum for judicial 
harrassment. 

Third premise: The lawyers and the legislators are 
not likely to approve a tenure system for judges in 
Washington. 

It is believed that members of the bench and bar 
are engaging in wishful thinking if they believe our 
legislature can be persuaded to adopt or submit to the 
voters for their approval a Missouri or similar tenure 
plan for judges in this state. While the wisdom of such 
a plan cannot be seriously questioned from the stand
point of maintaining judicial independence, it is 
believed that there is not wide enough support from 
lawyers and lawyer legislators themselves to make 
such a. tenure system likely of passage in the fore
seeable future. This attitude is understandable, if not 
supportable. 

Lawyers in this state have had only one contact 
with "tenure" judges-namely, the federal judiciary
and the feeling is quite widespread that judicial 
tenure and judicial tyranny are synonymous. There 
are also many who would oppose a tenure system 
simply because they bear well-known political names 
and have future aspirations to the bench, which 
aspirations would be frustrated by a tenure system. It 
is believed that many other politically active lay 
groups in this state would not approve tenure, for the 
reason that the right to vote for the judge is as sacred 
as the right to vote for the executive and legislative 
branches. 

There is another real danger in the judges and 
lawyers pressing the legislature hard for a commission 
removal plus tenure system. The tenure system could 
very well be rejected, but the removal system 
adopted. This is almost what occurred at the last 
session of the legislature. The adverse publicity to the 
judiciary from the Abe Fortas resignation and other 
incidents around the country make it reasonably 
predictable that tenure is not in favor, while 
discipline and removal will be very much in vogue. 

Fourth premise: It is possible to have an effective 
judicial discipline system without a constitutional 
change and one which is acceptable to the judiciary 
without tenure. 

It is believed that the proposed rules could be 
enacted without constitutional revision. 

The action of the Judicial Conference in approving 
the proposal indicates that judges are willing to have a 
judicial discipline procedure, similar to the system 
they were subject to as lawyers, offering them the 

(continued on page 25) 



THE SEATTLE EIGHT 

1ftfHIII, 111\IIIIHEII 
l:OltSPIAAl:Y? 
By Bernard Weiner 

Michael Tigar commented that United States District Court Judge George H. Boldt intended to 
expedite the trial, expected to take four to six weeks. Tigar said: 

"As it was in Hitler's Germany, so it is in federal court. The railroad runs on time." 

If any doubts remain as to the Nixon Administra
tion's policy toward radical organizing and dissent, 
the Seattle "conspiracy" trial scheduled to begin 
November 23 should remove them. For in this Pacific 
Northwest city, far from the attention of the national 
press and television, the federal government seems 
determined to make examples of eight young de
fendants whose only crime, in the opinion of a local 
ACLU official, is "that they are damn good 
organizers." 

Following a tumultuous demonstration last Feb
ruary to protest Judge Hoffman's heavy contempt 
sentences in the Chicago trial, the Seattle Eight were 
charged with conspiracy to damage federal property 
(windows were broken and some paint was splotched 
on the U.S. Courthouse); in addition, five of the eight 
were charged, under the "Rap Brown" act, with 
crossing state lines to incite a riot. None is charged 
with doing any physical damage, and some were not 
even at the demonstrations ( one had not yet moved 
to Seattle from the East). Any civil libertarian would 
recognize their "crimes" as acts of speech and 

Mr. Weiner is an editor of Northwest Passage, a 
journal of ecology, politics and the arts, circulating 
mainly in the Northwest. Reprinted from the Novem
ber 2, 1970 issue of The Nation by special per
mission; © 1970 in the U.S.A. by the Nation Asso
ciates, Inc. 

The Seattle Times 
November 1, 1970 

assembly, specifically protected by the First Amend
ment; indeed, the pretrial brief seeking dismissal 
argued that "the indictments read more like a cata
logue of constitutional rights than an enumeration of 
criminal acts." Nevertheless, they must stand trial, 
and if they are convicted, serve prison terms of 
between ten and fifteen years. 

Of the eighteen "overt acts" which are alleged to 
document the nefarious conspiracy, most merely 
assert, with no attempt at elaboration, that the 
defendants "spoke to an assemblage of persons," or 
"played a tape recorder," or "met in Seattle, Wash
ington." Such charges are patently flimsy, but the 
Administration has forced the case as a national warn
ing-to show that it can break the back of a growing 
youth insurgency in Seattle, and is capable of doing, 
and willing to do, the same thing elsewhere. For its 
purpose, it would seem, one Chicago-type trial was 
not enough. 

The local U.S. Attorney, Stan Pitkin, a young, 
moderately liberal Nixon appointee, balked at prose
cuting the case. Though he now asserts that he will be 
" trying the case to win," sources close to him say 
that privately he much doubts the wisdom of bringing 
it to trial. Indeed, inside reports circulate that Pitkin 
protested so strongly against the unfairness of the 
charges-warning of the bad publicity the trial would 
bring to Seattle and to his office; not to mention that 
it might well make radical "martyrs" of the eight
that Attorney General Mitchell sent out his own man, 
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Guy Goodwin, to obtain the grand jury indictments 
and to help Pitkin try the case. The trial is obviously 
not originating in the state of Washington, but is 
rather an attempt from Washington, D.C. to scotch 
further white radical organizing in the nation's cities. 

The national mood tends to tolerate, or at least to 
ignore, repressive violence that is inflicted on non
white militants (Black Panthers, Brown Berets, 
Indians, et al.), but it is still ambiguously queasy 
about police or military violence directed against 
white kids-the silent majority's own kids, so to 
speak. Violence remains the final option , but the 
government will first attempt to break these move
ments by entrapment, or by show trials such as the 
Seattle Eight case. Even if the charges are impossible 
to prove, the radicals and their friends are tied up in 
legal proceedings, their time, energy and money 
directed and containable. The lesson is not lost on 
other potential organizers. Then, too, the chance of 
conviction-on some charge-is fairly good, since 
middle-aged judges and juries are showing themselves 
willing to believe the worst of longhaired, rhetoric
spouting, radical youths. 

Further evidence that the case is really a political 
one, and that it has been initiated in Washington, 
D.C., is to be seen in the fact that J . Edgar Hoover 
called a press conference last spring in the nation's 
capital to announce both the delivery of the indict
ments and the arrest of five of the eight defendants. 
Such information is normally released by local of
ficials, but the Administration wanted maximum 
exposure for this case. 

About a week before the indictments were handed 
down, the local Hearst newspaper, the Seattle Post
Intelligencer, ran a three-part series on the Seattle 
Liberation Front, of which the eight defendants are 
leaders. This "expose" attributed all manner of hor
rendous deeds and tendencies to the group: "Are 
they Communists or Anarchists?" one teaser headline 
asked. A little checking has shown that almost all the 
information in those stories came from a series of 
long interviews with FBI agents ; little attempt was 
made to seek other sources of information. 

To understand why the Administration feels so 
great a compulsion to "get" the Seattle Eight, one 
must review events in Seattle over the past two years . 
The city has had a tradition of radical politics (there 
was a general strike here in 1919, and the feats of the 
Wobblies are still part of local legend). It is not 
surprising, therefore, that in the recent past Seattle 
has had one of the strongest and most militant chap
ters of Students for a Democratic Society in the 
country. When SDS began to split up several years 
ago, the Weatherman faction moved into prominence 
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in Seattle, as elsewhere. It was the most activist 
group, and the loudest; but it was also essentially 
campus-oriented, and its militant rhetoric and actions 
made impossible any broad-based coalition, and 
particularly any cooperation with the workers. 

About this time, in the fall of 1969, Michael P. 
Lerner came to the University of Washington Phi
losophy Department as a visiting assistant professor. 
Before that he had been a teaching assistant at San 
Francisco State College, and had been active in the 
massive strike there. Lerner, a bright Marxian analyst 
of contemporary politics and economics, is also a 
practical-action man. He and a few others on the 
Washington campus thought the Weatherman tactics 
to be self-defeating. They formed a new group-the 
Radical Organizing Committee-but that , too, 
exhibited too much theorizing and campus orienta
tion. So last January, Lerner and perhaps fifteen 
others left ROC to found the Seattle Liberation 
Front on a fourteen-point program that emphasized 
the development of alliances with oppressed workers , 
women, blacks, hip youth, the poor, et al. According 
to Susan Stern, one of the eight defendants, "SLF 
was formed as a direct alternative to Weatherman. 
They were very sectarian and exclusive in their 
politics; we wanted to form a mass-based organiza
tion." In short they were inspired by that old dream 
of the Left: an alliance of the working class with 
students and the intelligentsia. 

The essence of SLF is the "collective," a group of 
ten or fifteen men and women who live together in a 
house and make The Revolution their full-time busi
ness. There were four such collectives when the SLF 
began organizing in the winter of 1969; by last spring, 
when the indictments were handed down, there were 
about twenty. Today there are ten, but school is 
again in session and the number should grow. Taking 
their names from real-life or fantasy legend
Tupamaros, Sundance, Paisano, Stonerage-the col
lectives, located in various sections of the city, set out 
upon their organizing. Some presented petitions to 
the mayor, some moved to block an unpopular free
way, some worked on ecological projects, some in the 
area of women's liberation-and some worked in the 
two most highly publicized and successful of SLF's 
ventures: filing a State Initiative which would, if 
successful, shift the entire tax burden from those 
earning less than $10,000 a year to those earning 
more than $30,000, and to corporations with assets 
of at least $300,000; and handing out free food and 
coffee at the city's overwhelmed unemployment 
office and food-stamp lines. 

Seattle was just beginning to experience its eco
nomic depression. Boeing, the state's largest single 
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employer, felt the reduction of defense contracts and 
laid off some 40,000 workers. The situation was so 
bad that people had to stand in line for two hours 
just to get inside the food-stamp office. The SLF 
cadres would move along the line, handing out dough
nuts and coffee-as well as leaflets, radical conver
sation and Initiative petitions to be signed. According 
to the Front, the jobless workers were beginning to 
listen, beginning to see connections between their 
plight, the wartime economy, capitalism, militarism, 
racism, and the like. 

As the Black Panthers had learned earlier with 
their free breakfast program, the white establishment 
seems quite able to tolerate petitions and demonstra
tions, but begins to exert heavy pressure, and even 
force, as soon as social action programs show signs of 
success in oppressed areas. In Seattle, the twenty or 
so collectives, each performing low-keyed but 
essentially revolutionary tasks, were beginning to get 
through to the unemployed defense-industry workers. 
And as if that weren't enough to alarm the authori
ties, the SLF launched a recruiting campaign in the 
volatile high schools. (Frightened Middle America has 
to a large degree written off the colleg.:s and univer
sities as lost to revolution, but high schools are seen 
as still within the clan and to be protected at all 
costs.) The SLF's threat of radical change had to be 
stopped; its leadership had to be rendered powerless, 
its momentum broken. 

Ten days or so before Judge Hoffman was to hand 
out his contempt sentences, a plan developed out of 
Boston to hold TDA (The Day After) demonstrations 
in cities across the country, protesting Hoffman's 
sentences and his conduct of the trial. In Seattle, the 
SLF began to organize such an occasion, its rallying 
cry being "Stop the Courts!" Exactly how the courts 
were to be stopped was left ambiguous. According to 
some organizers, the hope was that the mere presence 
of several thousand angry, chanting demonstrators 
outside the courthouse might be enough to do it; if 
the police did not ring the building, the protesters 
could perhaps enter in a body, there to crowd into 
each courtroom and hold conversations with the 
various judges about the Chicago trial. 

The SLF claims that it did not anticipate violence, 
at least none instigated by the demonstrators. The 
organizers did expect a ring of police around the 
courthouse, and several had taken karate lessons as a 
means of self-defense. When the estimated 2,000 
demonstrators arrived at the downtown courthouse 
that February day, no police were to be seen (they 
were waiting inside the public library across the 
street), but the doors to the courthouse were locked. 
The crowd grew angry and minor trashing began, 
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whether before or after the police threw a tear-gas 
grenade is unclear. After ten to fifteen minutes of 
frustrated milling about and throwing of rocks at the 
building, the police poured from their hiding place 
and the melee began. About eighty persons were 
arrested on various charges (most have since been 
dismissed or acquitted); none of the eight defendants 
was charged with anything. 

At this point, apparently, the dispute began 
between Seattle officials, who were loath to carry the 
matter further, and the John Mitchell group in the 
Justice Department. Two months later, Mitchell had 
his indictments against the eight: Professor Lerner, 
27; Chip Marshall, 25; Jeffrey Dowd, 20; Joseph 
Kelly, 25; Roger Lippman, 22; Michael Justensen, 20; 
Michael Abeles, 20; Susan Stern, 27. (Justensen, the 
one Weatherman in the group, fled and is still under
ground. The last two named, who had been the ones 
most active in high school organizing, are also under 
federal indictment for "aiding and abetting" the 
minor trashing of the ROTC building on the Univer
sity of Wisconsin campus a month later. They say 
they have a photograph of themselves sitting in a 
coffee shop while the ROTC demonstration was going 
on.) 

The Seattle Eight indictment contains two counts: 
the conspiracy to damage and the use of interstate 
commerce to incite. Of the eighteen "overt acts" 
listed in the conspiracy count, at least fifteen refer to 
speech and assemblage of the sort protected by the 
First Amendment. Only one count mentions any 
rhetoric specifically inciting to violence, and it is 
alleged to have been spoken at an unspecified "meet
ing" one week before the demonstration-certainly it 
did not present a clear and present danger. The last 
two counts refer to the fact that windows were 
broken and such, but make no mention of who did 
the damage. 

The five counts alleging the use of interstate com
merce to incite are equally strange: though the TOA 
demonstrations were not conceived of by anybody 
until about ten days before the Hoffman verdict, four 
of the Seattle defendants are charged with crossing 
state Jines in early December of 1969 with the intent 
of inciting a riot the following February. (The four
Marshall, Dowd, Kelly and Abeles-were activists at 
Cornell, who say they had heard good things of the 
youth scene in Seattle and had decided in December 
to move there. Though Kelly traveled with the others 
in December to look into the place, he didn't move to 
Seattle until a month after the courthouse demon
stration. All four intended to remain and live in 
Seattle.) The fifth overt act is Lerner's use of the 
telephone; he spoke to Rennie Davis in Chicago about 
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a week before the TDA demonstrations, but says the 
conversation was about the political significance of 
the events in Chicago. 

The defendants maintain their total innocence. 
Whether in fact they were guilty of any of the trash
ing that did occur at the courthouse is beside the 
point, since they are not so charged. Though the 
police seized eighty others for trashing, they picked 
up none of the Seattle Eight. That, says Michael 
Rosen, executive director of the ACLU of Washing
ton, leads inevitably to the conclusion that they are 
being tried for their success in political organizing. 

In a brief seeking to have the case thrown out of 

Michael Rosen, executive director of 
ACLU of Washington 

court, George Vradenberg III of the Wall Street law 
firm of Cravath, Swaine & Moore, argued that the 
conspiracy statute under which many radical organi
zers, including the Seattle Eight, are charged leads 
inevitably to the following conclusions: if you, as an 
interested political participant, aid a demonstration in 
any way and violence does occur ( even if police
instigated), you may then be tried for conspiracy to 
damage property or to incite a riot. Furthermore, 
under these vague conspiracy laws, no riot need 
actually occur; tJ:ie threat that violence might occur is 
enough to warrant the indictment. "Virtually any act 
promoting or contributing to the holding of a public 
meeting out of which a violent act arises will suffice " 
the brief stated. "Such an overt act may be nothi~g 
more than putting postage stamps on envelopes or 
distributing leaflets announcing the holding of a 
meeting." The motion to dismiss was denied by the 
presiding trial judge, William Boldt. 

The implications are equally clear with regard to 
the "Rap Brown" provisions of the Federal Anti-Riot 
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Act of 1968: anyone who crosses a state line in the 
course of his travels or in changing residence and 
then , at some future time, participates in a demon
stration which becomes violent ( even if instigated by 
counter-demonstrators or police), could be charged 
with having crossed state lines to participate in or to 
incite a riot. 

The warning which the government hopes liberals, 
radicals and other would-be dissidents will read in 
both their federal charges is: don't get involved; don't 
participate; don't stick your neck out protesting 
social injustices or wars, because you never know 
when you'll be picked up and accused of deeds that 
could land you in prison for years. And in Seattle it 
appears to be working. Already there are reports of 
people refusing to speak at rallies lest they be charged 
with one sort of conspiracy or another. 

Many cities witnessed tumultuous demonstrations 
after the Chicago trial, but only Seattle was singled 
out for federal vengeance. There were several reasons 
for the choice: Seattle's was the first such large-scale 
demonstration; a good deal of radical political organ
izing is going on here; there have been nearly 
seventy-five bombings in the Seattle area in the past 
two years, many of them politically motivated; the 
absence of national publicity could allow certain 
irregularities to go unchallenged; that being so, 
Seattle would show how the federal government 
could crack down at the local level, as the Spock and 
Chicago trials had made the point at the national 
level. 

Rosen agrees with the latter interpretation. "In the 
case of Dr. Spock and the Chicago defendants, you 
make martyrs of them; they become even more 
nationally famous : they speak all over, they get their 
story in the national press, they get much more 
exposure than normally. But here, with the Seattle 
Eight, the government is showing how they are going 
to proceed in local cases. Nobody knows these 
people, there's no national press coverage, they can 
be made examples of and soon the word will get 
around the country to other urban white-radical 
organizers, or potential organizers, and the govern
ment will have accomplished its aim of stifling 
dissent." 

The federal indictments have had two further 
results: by using the "Rap Brown" act, the govern
ment is able to con people into believing the "outside 
agitator" theory of political dissent, and can thus 
avoid speaking directly to the very real local griev
ances that underline social dissent. And by indicting 
these eight persons, the government- whether con
sciously or not-solidifies leadership in the Seattle 

( continued on page 25) 
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ABA Corrections Program Initiated in Seattle 

All the leading officers of the 
Young Lawyers Section of the 
American Bar Association were in 
Seattle November 6-8 to initiate a 
nationwide prison visitation pro
gram. Also present was Richard J. 
Hughes, former New Jersey gover
nor and head of the ABA's Com
mission on Correctional Facilities 
and Services. 

The program is aimed at bringing 
about an improvement of correc
tional services by reforming prison 
conditions and providing legal ser
vices to inmates. 2,000 young 
lawyers nationwide without fee will 
visit federal and state prisons for 
talks with wardens and inmates, to 
study conditions, to offer free legal 
advice to inmates, and to recom
mend improvements. 

The delegation of young lawyer 
leaders and Hughes visited McNeil 
Island on November 7. This federal 
penitentiary was chosen for starting 
the project because of the pioneer 
work done there by young lawyers 
of the Seattle-King County area and 
by law students under the LAMP 
program in the past year. 

;a... -
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Also as a part of the meeting, 
there was a teach-in Friday after
noon, a cocktail party given by 
Jonie and Liew Pritchard Friday 
evening in the Sea-1st building, and 
a high-noon gathering given by 
Susan and Bob Mussehl Sunday in 
their home. The ABA Young 
Lawyers also were guests for dinner 
Saturday evening in homes of 
Seattle lawyers. 

... 
<:) 

~ 
Joe Mullen - New York - ABA 

Young Lawyers Chairman 

CONGRATULATIONS SPOKANE COUNTY, YOU ARE NO. 1 

A study was completed on 
August I , 1970 which was designed 
to present a comparative picture of 
delay in personal injury cases tried 
to juries in the principal trial courts 
of general jurisdiction in the United 
States. 

The data was obtained from 98 
State Courts in the most populous 
counties of each State. The Insti
tute's primary concern has been 
with elapsed time from either the 
service of an Answer or the ready 
date when issue has been joined 
until the date of trial. 

The survey was limited to per
sonal injury cases tried to juries and 
ended May 1, 1970. The National 
average from ready date to trial 
after a case was "at issue" is 22.1 
months. 

Spokane County averaged 1.4 
months from ready date to trial
leading all counties surveyed. 
Spokane County also led in 1969 
with an average of 1.3 months in 
this same category. 

In the other category surveyed, 
service of Answer to date of trial 

(continued next page) 

Alice to Retire in '72 

January 1, 1955, the State Bar 
had fewer than 3,000 members. 
Alfred J. Schweppe was president. 
And Alice O'Leary Ralls cleaned 
out her courthouse desk after five 
years as director of the model King 
County Family Court, moved up 
Seattle's Third Avenue a few blocks 
and took over as executive director 
of the Washington State Bar 
Association. 

Today she's thinking about 
retirement. Has set a target date, in 
fact-the year 1972. With char
acteristic farsightedness, she wants 
to provide ample time for a succes
sor to be employed and "broken 
in." 

(The Board of Governors will 
welcome applications from 
attorneys for this vital position 
of leadership in the state-and, 
actually, national-bar, President 
Robert 0. Beresford said. The 
man selected will serve tem
porarily as assistant executive 
director.) 
But "Alice," as generations of 

lawyers have called her since her 
University of Washington Law 
School days, does not plan to retire 

(continued next page) 
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Alice ( continued} 

"from." She is going to retire "to." 
"I have been in the thick of the 

action for a long time and I'm going 
to stay just as busy as I've been," 
she said. "I expect to remain totally 
active in the bar, in civic and chari
table activities and at home." 

And "at home" is no small 
thing. It's a rustic five-acre "ranch" 
near Woodinville, northeast of 
Seattle, which she shares with 
husband Charles (a newly elected 
District Court judge) and, during 
their frequent visits, with her two 
strapping and handsome sons and 
their families. And, of course, with 
a sizeable menage-perhaps the 
word should be menagerie-of dogs, 
cats and assorted livestock. She 
developed, through the years, a 
marshmallow-hearted habit of 
occasionally dropping by the 
Humane Society pound and finding 
herself utterly unable to resist what 
she interpreted as pleading looks 
from too many of the transient 
occupants. Alice's friends needing a 
"good home" for canine or feline 
waifs also found easy pickings in 
Woodinville. 

The action of which she has 
been in the "thick" has been plenti
ful. She was attorney for the State 

Congratulations ( continued} 

Spokane's average of 2.9 months 
was also well below the National 
average of 14.7 months in personal 
injury cases. Spokane's per
formance is best seen when com
p are d to the average of 48.3 
months in New York in bringing 
these cases to trial, Chicago's 
average of 60.7 months and Boston 
County's average of 39 months. 

It is noted also that the Mult
nomah County Court at Portland is 
ranked third in the Nation with an 
average of 3.5 months from service 
of Answer to trial and that King 
County has an average of 14.l 
months in this same category. The 

Department of Public Utilities, a 
King County deputy prosecuting 
attorney, in private practice in Red
mond and Seattle, and Family 
Court director. 

And since she became executive 
director the Washington Bar has 
become almost a model; it is re
garded by national bar leaders as 
among the nation's several most 
energetic, progressive and modern 
bar associations. 

"But it already had that stature 
when I became director; I 'in
herited' an already outstanding 
bar," she commented. "We have 
been blessed with a long succession 
of really talented and selfless presi
dents and Boards of Governors." 

Nonetheless, it was during Mrs. 
Ralls' tenure that the State Bar 
greatly expanded its membership, 
vastly improved its discipline proc
esses to near-model perfection, 
developed a useful continuing
le gal-education program, helped 
achieve the new Court of Appeals 
and moved the bar headquarters 
from a cramped hole-in-the-wall to 
its present practical and dignified 
offices. Whatever happened within 
the Washington State Bar in the last 
15 years-"Alice" had a hand in it. 

And that hand was kept busy 
not only within the Bar. It was 

Los Angeles County Courts in Cali
fornia have reduced their average 
delays in trial from 35.9 months in 
1969 to 23. 7 months in 1970. 

The Spokane record has been 
compiled through the efficient 
management of competent mem
bers of the Bench and Bar, ex
perienced administrative clerks, 
hard working Court Commissioners, 
sincere law enforcement officers, 
efficient legal secretaries and open 
minded civic officials. 

Spokane is a bright light of effi
cient management at a time when 
judicial administration is being 
severely criticized throughout our 
country. Spokane can take pride in 
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being lent to many other causes. 
After three years as chairman of 

the King County Commission on 
Alcoholism, she now is serving as 
state president of the Washington 
State Councils on Alcoholism. And 
through the years she has lent a 
hand as a trustee of the Seattle 
Municipal League; to the Catholic 
Charities Council, the Council of 
Christians and Jews, the Mayor's 
Council on Alcoholism. 

The National Conference of Bar 
Executives in 1966-67 elected her 
president-an "honor," indeed, but 
far from a purely honorary job. 

Her work in the alcoholism field 
earned her Seattle's "Honored 
Citizen Award" in 1969; earlier she 
was given the "Woman of Achieve
ment" award of Theta Sigma Phi, 
women's journalism sorority. 

The citation which accompanied 
that last award said it was given to 
her "Because she has seen a need in 
the community and has used her 
creative energies to fill it ... 
because she has combined legal 
knowledge with human under
standing ... because she has made a 
lasting contribution to countless 
families in and near Seattle ... " 

And, as a lawyer would say, 
that's not a bad summation. 

its achievement of this recognition 
by the Institute of Judicial 
Administration of New York City 
and its sponsoring agencies. 

GERALD R. O'MELVENY 

IN MEMORIAM 

Warren R. Slemmons , 60, 
Seattle, died October 17 following 
a short illness. A 1933 graduate of 
the University of Washington 
School of Law, he was a partner in 
LeSourd, Patten & Slemmons. 
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Point of View 

WIRETAPPING AND EAVESDROPPING 

Current Washington Statutes do 
not comply with Federal law. 

The 1971 session of the legis
lature will consider revision of the 
greater portion of RCW Title 9, 
Crimes and Punishments. However, 
Chapter 9.73, which deals in part 
with wiretapping &nd eavesdrop
ping, is not a part of the proposed 
revision because apparently the sub
ject is just "too political" and "to 
controversial" to be dealt with by 
the legislature. 

This posture is unfortunate. 
Congress, by passage of the Crime 
Control Act of 1968, brought both 
inter- and intra-state surveillance 
(i.e., wiretapping and eavesdrop
ping) under the control of federal 
law. The Act has created minimum 
standards which state legislation 
must now meet. RCW 9.73.030 -
.080 passed by our legislature in 
1967 no longer meets the minimum 
federal standards. The 1971 legis
lative session should correct the 
deficiencies. 

Neither conservative nor liberal 
state legislators should have any 
objection to meeting minimal 
federal standards. Failure to meet 
minimum standards thwarts crim
inal prosecutions. Cross v. The 
State of Georgi,a, 171 S.E.2d 507 
(Ga. 1969). In that case the Georgia 
Supreme Court reversed gambling 
convictions based upon the inter
ception and recording of intra-state 
telephone conversations by law 
enforcement officials pursuant to a 
state court order. It was held to be 
prejudicial error for the trial court 
not to have granted the motions to 
suppress the evidence obtained 
from such wiretapping. Further, it 
was held that the order issued by 
the state court was totally defec
tive, because it failed to meet the 

procedural requirements for specif
icity set forth in the Crime Control 
Act of 1968.18 U.S.C. § 2518(4) -
(5). 

RCW 9.73.040 fails to set forth 
all the procedural requirements 
required by the federal act and is a 
trap for the unwary county pros
ecutor. 

At least seventeen states have 
statutes authorizing wiretapping by 
law enforcement authorities under 
court order. Several of these states 
have amended existing statutes or 
have enacted new statutes to 
comply with the minimum require
ments of the federal act. Wash
ington should join the ranks in 
amending its statute. 

An amendment has been drafted 
which will be introduced in the 
1971 legislative session. Passage of 
the amendment would: 

1. Use the terminology of the 
federal act in the state act. 

2. Set forth the minimum re
quirements of what is to be 
stated in both the application 
for order, the order issued by 
the court and any renewal 
orders issued by the court. 

3. Restates the federal reporting 
requirements on the part of 
the state attorney general and 
county prosecutors. 

4. Incorporates federal pro
cedures for state procedures. 

It is recognized that states are 
free to enact more restrictive con
trols over wiretapping and eaves
dropping than required under the 
federal act. Should the 1971 legis
lature try to do so, the measure 
could be "too political" or "too 
controversial". However, there is no 
excuse for leaving on the books 
laws which do not conform to fed
eral standards. Washington State is 
in the position of having on its 

books more permissive laws than 
allowed by federal law. 

The Crime Control Act provides 
the benchmark against which our 
state laws on wiretapping and eaves
dropping must now be measured. It 
is hoped that the 1971 legislature 
will accomplish this task so that 
evidence obtained by law enforce
ment under the current wiretapping 
and eavesdropping statute will not 
be suppressed and over current 
statutes declared unconstitutional. 

EBR 

Regionalization of' 
Legal Services Opposed 

The Boards of Trustees of the 
Seattle-King County Bar Associa
tion, the Young Lawyers Section of 
that Association, and the Legal 
Services Center in Seattle have 
passed resolutions condemning the 
proposed regionalization of OEO 
legal services. 

The proposal developed six 
months ago when a senior OEO 
official announced a plan that 
threatened to take authority for 
funding and policy direction away 
from National Legal Services Di
rector Terry Lenzner and parcel it 
out to OEO's ten regional directors. 
All are political appointees and 
only two are lawyers. 

Opposition to the plan quickly 
welled up among Legal Services' 
2,000 salaried lawyers, most of 
them young activists. In addition, 
officers of the American Bar Asso
ciation and the National Legal Aid 
and Defender Association deluged 
OEO Director Donald Rumsfeld 
with embarrassing questions. 

The greatest fear is that decen-

(continued next page} 
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Regionalization (continued) 

tralization would make Legal 
Services more vulnerable to pres
sure from city halls and state
houses. "When a difficult case 
comes up, like suing Governor 
Reagan," says one A.B.A. repre
sentative, "there's a tremendous 
amount of political pressure. A 
regional OEO director can't resist it 
the way an attorney can. And when 
a legal program has to start giving in 
to political pressure, you might just 
as well junk the whole program." 

To many Legal Services sup
porters, the decentralization pro
posal is a new version of last year's 
attempt by the Senate to give 
Governors final veto power over 
local Legal Services programs. That 
plan was defeated in the House. 

Despite run-ins with government 
agencies and recent shortages of 
funds, Legal Services has doubled 
its case load, from 610,000 in 1969 
to an estimated 1,200,000 next 
year. In 1971, the program is ex
pected to reach 28% of the nation's 
poor, compared with 14% in 1969. 
Meanwhile, the cost per case to tax
payers has dropped from $75 to 
$59. 

largely because of its success, 
the program has been able to retain 
its independence. Until now, how
ever, it enjoyed the active pro
tection of its parent OEO. Rums
feld says that he is not likely to 
decide on decentralization until he 
hears the results of a study by the 
National Advisory Council for his 
legal services. 

Remember to make 
contributions to the 

Washington State 
Bar Foundation 

LOCAL OFFICIALS were among traffic court judges, prosecutors and others who 
attended the 24th Midwest Regional Traffic Court Conference, held at Northwestern 
University School of Law in Chicago, Oct. 12-16. The conference, conducted by the 
Traffic Court Program of the American Bar Association and Northwestern University's 
Traffic Institute, Evanston, Ill., was the 116th regional traffic court conference to be 
held in the U.S. since 1947. Five regionals are conducted yearly at law schools in 
California and at Fordham, University of Denver, Emory University and Northwestern. 
Shown above during a conference work session are: (L-R) Dean John Ritchie of 
Northwestern University School of Law, John S. Russell, director, traffic violations 
bureau, Seattle, Wash., and William J. Kamps, assistant city attorney, Bremerton, Wash. 

During the conference nationally-known authorities in the traffic court field shared 
"know-how" with judges, prosecutors and others, through lectures, films, demon
strations and panel discussions. More than 5000 traffic court judges and prosecutors 
have attended regional traffic court conferences since their inception. 

Massachusetts No-Fault Law 

The nation's first no-fault auto
mobile insurance law went into 
effect in Massachusetts October 31, 
eliminating litigation over minor 
accidents and also providing a 15% 
across-the-board cut in 1971 in
surance rates. Under the no-fault 
plan the first $500 of medical costs 
and up to $2,000 in wage losses and 
"pain and suffering" will be paid by 
a motorist's own insurance com
pany regardless of who was at fault 
in the accident. 

However, the Massachusetts 
Supreme Court in November ruled 
in favor of auto insurers there by 
striking a provision of the state's 
new no-fault auto insurance law 

that would have cut 1971 pre
miums for auto-owners' liability for 
property damage 15% from current 
levels. 

Specifically, the court ruled that 
this provision is unconstitutional 
because it would result in premium 
rates that would cause auto insurers 
to lose money on the coverage. 

Other provisions aren't changed 
by the ruling. The heart of the law, 
a provision that would require the 
auto insurers to pay the first 
$2,000 in accident claims for losses 
arising from personal injury with
out going to court, regardless of 
who was responsible for the 
accident, remains unchanged. 
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1970--1971 

DISCIPLINARY BOARD 

Fred Palmer, Yakima, Chairman 
James P. Curran, Kent 
John Cunningham, Centralia 
Michael J. Hemovich, Spokane 
Richard R. Hodge, Tacoma 
Alfred McBee, Mt. Vernon 
DeWitt Williams, Seattle 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

Administrative Law 
Wilbur J. Lawrence, Seattle, Chairman 
Harold E. Baily, Coupeville 
Richard H. Bennett, Richland 
Patrick C. Comfort, Tacoma 
William B. Iunker, Spokane 
Patrick McEligot, Olympia 
Clyde H. Maclver, Seattle 
Richard Mattsen, Olympia 
Morton Tytler, Olympia 

American Citizenship 
William C. Goodloe, Seattle, Chairman 
Michael D. Finney, Yakima 
Henry Eugene Godderis, Tacoma 
David Hallin, Longivew 
Robert I. Odom, Seattle 
James J. Solan, Aberdeen 

Anti-Trust 
Ben J. Gantt, Jr., Seattle, Chairman 
Robert Comfort, Tacoma 
George K. Faler, Seattle 
D. Wayne Gittinger, Seattle 
Ralph B. Kenison, Moses Lake 
William C. Klein, Vancouver 
Bardell D. Miller, Everett 
William F. Nielsen, Spokane 
Cameron Sherwood, Walla Walla 
Richard E. Williams, Seattle 

Bar Examiners 
Muriel Mawer, Seattle Chairman 
Daniel C. Blom, Seattle, Vice-Chairman 
Alvin Anderson, Tacoma 
Eugene C. Anderson, Anacortes 
Murray J. Anderson, Tacoma 
Frank B. Carr, Snohomish 
Jerome F. Combs, Tacoma 
Riner Deglow, Spokane 
Mitchell Doumit, Cathlamet 
Marshall Forrest, Bellingham 
Herbert H. Fuller, Olympia 
Ray Graves, Tacoma 
Charles E. Hall, Vancouver 
Albert Hanan, Seattle 
Robert L. Harris, Vancouver 
James M. Hilton, Seattle 
Ralph C. Hove, Seattle 
Edmund Jacobs, Puyallup 
Brooks Johnson, Tacoma 
Orio B. Kellogg, Seattle 
Leonard Kruse, Port Orchard 
Allan D. Loucks, Seattle 
James H. Madison, Seattle 
Stephen M. Ringhoffer, Walla Walla 
Kermit M. Rudolf, Spokane 
Charles F. Scanlan, Spokane 

John G. Schultz, Pasco 
Lawrence R. Small, Spokane 
Jane Dowdle Smith, Olympia 
Ralph G. Swanson, Olympia 
Elvin J. Vandeberg, Tacoma 
Frank P. Weaver, Olympia 

Civil Rights 
Philip L. Burton, Seattle, Chairman 
Burroughs Anderson, Seattle 
Larry M. Carter, Seattle 
James R. Ellis, Seattle 
Hugh Fountain, Tacoma 
Robert W. Garver, Jr., Camas 
Gary D. Gayton, Seattle 
Mary Ellen Krug, Seattle 
Kenneth A. MacDonald, Seattle 
George M. Martin, Yakima 
Robert E. Patterson, Olympia 
Evan L. Schwab, Seattle 
Jack Tanner, Tacoma 
Paul M. Williams, Edmonds 
George W. Young, Spokane 
Alvin Ziontz, Seattle 

Clients Indemnity Fund 
Donald E. Spickard, Seattle Chairman 
John S. Applegate, Yakima 
Theme Carras, Seattle 
Charles T. Cole, Stanwood 
Lloyd A. Ducommun, Seattle 
William G. Ennis, Spokane 
H. Weston Foss, Seattle 
Joseph P. Gagliardi, Spokane 
M. H. Hemmen, Tacoma 
Burton A. Kingsbury, Bellingham 
George W. McBroom, Seattle 
Harold Pebbles, Olympia 
Ronald L. Peters, Tacoma 
Gilbert C. Valley, Chehalis 

Continuing Legal Education 
Will L. Lorenz, Spokane, Chairman 
Robert R. Briggs, Tacoma 
Vince J. Beaulaurier, Yakima 
John H. Binns, Jr., Seattle 
F. Lee Campbell, Seattle 
Wesley K. Duce, Everett 
William Dwyer, Seattle 
Hugh B. Horton, Kennewick 
Judson T. Klingberg, Longview 
Richard G. Jeffers, Wenatchee 
Robert H. Lorentzen, Seattle 
Paul Luvera, Jr., Mt. Vernon 
Albert R. Malanca, Tacoma 
James Moceri, Tacoma 
Edward L. Mueller, Seattle 
Smithmoore P. Myers, Spokane 
Don Taylor, Olympia 
James A. Vanderstoep, Chehalis 
William J. Walsh, Seattle 
David J. Whitmore, Wenatchee 
Ex Officio: 

Dean Lewis H. Orland, Spokane 
Dean Richard S. L. Roddis, Seattle 

Corporation Law 
John F. Hall, Seattle, Chairman 
Larry Bonneville, Tacoma 
John F. Campbell, Spokane 
E. Robert Fristoe, Olympia 
Wheeler Grey, Seattle 
James A. Holman, Seattle 

William F. Ingram, Everett 
Alf M. Jacobsen, Goldendale 
Carl G. Koch, Seattle 
Edward R. Langenbach, Seattle 
John D. MacDougall, Bellingham 
Charles McClure, Tacoma 
John E. Murray, Chehalis 
C. John New lands, Tacoma 
Charles F. Osborne, Seattle 
T. Glover Patterson, Spokane 
Paul E. S. Schell, Seattle 
Gordon L. Walgren, Bremerton 
Merrill Wallace, Bremerton 

Criminal Law 
R. DeWitt Jones, Vancouver, Chairman 
Sam J. Aliotta, Tacoma 
John Darrah, Seattle 
Herbert H. Davis, Prosser 
Robert E. Dixon, Kirkland 
Lauren W. Dobbs, Yakima 
James E. Duree, Westport 
George K. Faler, Seattle 
William N. Goodwin, Jr., Tacoma 
Donald J. Lyderson, Everett 
John P. Murray, Spokane 
Edward J. Parry, Spokane 
Anthony Savage, Jr., Seattle 
Frank L. Sullivan, Seattle 
Smith Troy, Olympia 
Gordon Walgren, Bremerton 
Stephen C. Way, Olympia 

Family Law 
Ivan Merrick, Jr., Seattle, Chairman 
Norman B. Ackley, Seattle 
Irving Clark, Jr., Seattle 
Blythe B. Caw, Othello 
Homer Crollard, Yakima 
Samuel Fancher, Spokane 
Daniel W. Giboney, Spokane 
Wayne Gladstone, Richland 
Helen Graham Greear, Bremerton 
Charles T. Mertsching, Longview 
R. A. Monaghan, Tacoma 
Robert Perlman, Everett 
Robert F. Phillips, Spokane 
Kenneth W. Weber, Vancouver 
Walter E. White, Olympia 
Robert W. Winsor, Seattle 
John W. Wold, Oak Harbor 
Ross Worthington, Spokane 

Federal Legislation 
James D. McCutcheon, Jr., Seattle, 

Chairman 
Daniel C. Blom, Seattle 
William A. Gissberg, Everett 
Henry Eugene Godderis, Tacoma 
Dwight A. Halstead, Prosser 
Mark A. Hutcheson, Seattle 
Burton R. Johnson, Olympia 
Robert J. McNichols, Spokane 
Steven A. Memovich, Vancouver 
William M. Tugman, Walla Walla 

Internship 
J. Shan Mullin, Seattle, Chairman 
Robert D. Ashley, Seattle 
Gale Barbee, Seattle 
Barry H. Biggs, Seattle 
Gene B. Brandzel, Seattle 
Donald H. Brazier, Olympia 
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Robert R. Briggs, Tacoma 
Julian C. Dewell, Everett 
Thomas B. Grahn, Yakima 
Arthur G. Grunke, Seattle 
W. Harold Hutchinson, Seattle 
Muriel Mawer, Seattle 
Eldon H. Reiley, Spokane 
Daniel B. Ritter, Seattle 
Charles F. Scanlan, Spokane 
Richard J. Thompson, Snohomish 
S. Alan Weaver, Tacoma 
Ex Officio: 

Asst. Dean John C. Huston, 
Seattle 

Dean Lewis H. Orland, Spokane 
Hon. Theodore S. Turner, Seattle 
Hon. Eugene A. Wright, Seattle 

Judicial Selection, Tenure and 
Compensation 

William A. Helsell, Seattle, Chairman 
Clark W. Adams, Aberdeen 
J. Paul Coie, Seattle 
Clifton W. Collins, Ephrata 
George W. Dixon, Tacoma 
H. H. Hahner, Walla Walla 
John Huneke, Spokane 
Burton Kingsbury, Bellingham 
James Lowry, Tacoma 
Edward Mackie, Olympia 
Justin C. Maloney, Spokane 
Mark T. Patterson, Everett 
George V. Powell, Seattle 
Robert R. Redman, Yakima 
Dean C. Smith, Spokane 

Law Office Management and Economics 
Richard C. Reed, Seattle, Chairman 
Robert Baronsky, Seattle 
Joseph Betzendorfer, Tacoma 
F. Lee Campbell, Seattle 
Paul R. Cressman, Seattle 
Edward Dawson, Wilbur 
Richard J. Dolack, Tacoma 
Terence Hanley, Bremerton 
Harry E. Hennessey, Spokane 
Robert S. Mucklestone, Seattle 
Claude M. Pearson, Tacoma 
Walter H. Robinson, Vancouver 
Donald A. Senter, Everett 
Gerard M. Shellan, Renton 
George F. Velikanje, Yakima 
James R. Young, Redmond 

Lawyer Referral Service 
Claude M. Pearson, Tacoma, Chairman 
Terry V. Bernard, Everett 
Glenn E. Correa, Shelton 
Joseph Gordon, Jr., Tacoma 
Michael R. Johnson, Tacoma 
Harold Lant, Bellingham 
Gary McGlothlen, Yakima 
Robert J. Salvesen, Stevenson 
Patrick H. Shelledy, Spokane 
Peter K. Steere, Seattle 
David J. Whitmore, Wenatchee 

Legal Aid 
Bertram L. Metzger, Seattle, Chairman 
W. George Bassett, Tumwater 
Michael J. Cronin, Spokane 
Harvey F. Davis, Wenatchee 
Charles E. Ehlert, Mercer Island 
Bruce A. Keithly, Everett 
Gary F. Linden, Seattle 

Fred R. Lubbe, Burlington 
Stephen E. Mansfield, Anacortes 
Robert G. Moch, Seattle 
Charles T. Morbeck, Kennewick 
Douglas D. Peters, Selah 
Robert M. Reynolds, Tacoma 
Edward T. Shaw, Olympia 
Francis J. Walker, Olympia 

Legal Education Liaison 
Paul E. Sinnitt, Tacoma, Chairman 
Daniel C. Blom, Seattle 
Robert F. Brachtenbach, Selah 
Theodore J. Collins, Seattle 
Stephen E. DeForest, Seattle 
Ray Graves, Tacoma 
Edward D. Hansen, Everett 
Scott B. Lukins, Spokane 
Paul N. Luvera, Mount Vernon 
Willard Walker, Longview 
Roland C. Wightman, Spokane 

Legal Ethics 
Donald D. MacLean, Seattle, Chairman 
Frederic G. Emry, Spokane 
Mark R. Fortier, Yakima 
William M. Holman, Seattle 
George E. McIntosh, Mt. Vernon 
Jack McSherry, Cle Elum 
John MacGillivray, Spokane 
James Maddock, Port Orchard 
Frank J. Owens, Olympia 
John W. Schumacher, Aberdeen 
David E. Schweinler, Tacoma 
Lawrence Cary Smith, Spokane 
David G. Steiner, Puyallup 
Howard T. Tustin, Spokane 
William Wesselhoeft, Seattle 
John D. Woodward, Everett 

Legal Service to the Armed Forces 
Clifford Cordes, Olympia, Chairman 
Glenn D. Abraham, Port Townsend 
David A. Bennett, Seattle 
Robert E. Brooke, Seattle 
John F. Campbell, Spokane 
George Christnacht, Tacoma 
Dominick Driano, Seattle 
Terence Hanley, Bremerton 
Thomas G. Krilich, Tacoma 
Theodore H. Little, Clarkston 
Daniel O'Leary, Olympia 
Laird B. Peterson, Seattle 
Harve Phipps, Spokane 
Theodore D. Zylstra, Oak Harbor 

Legislative 
Lee J. Campbell, Chehalis, Chairman 
Quinby R. Bingham, Tacoma 
Gerry Lee Alexander, Olympia 
R. Frank Atwood, Bellingham 
Douglas Bohlke, Seattle 
Keith H. Campbell, Spokane 
Robert L. Charette, Aberdeen 
Patrick C. Comfort, Tacoma 
James P. Connelly, Spokane 
Leslie R. Cooper, Everett 
Paul R. Cressman, Seattle 
Howard V. Doherty, Port Angeles 
Donald A. Ericson, Spokane 
Gary J. Gainer, Spokane 
Roger K. Garrison, Sunnyside 
G. Keith Grim, Seattle 
Bradley T. Jones, Seattle 
W. Kenneth Jones, Spokane 
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Thomas P. Keefe, Seattle 
Milburn D. Kight, Wenatchee 
R. Michael Kight, Everett 
William F. Lenihan, Seattle 
Thomas D. Loftus, Seattle 
Bernard G. Lonctot, Olympia 
Charles I. McClure, Tacoma 
Fred P. Mason, Vancouver 
E. K. Murray, Tacoma 
Paul J. Narigi, Tacoma 
Richard L. Norman, Longview 
C. A. Orndorff, Spokane 
George V. Powell, Seattle 
John W. Riley, Seattle 
Ward L. Sax, Seattle 
Terrance C. Schmalz, Selah 
Dean C. Smith, Spokane 
Charles R. Twede, Burlington 
John F. Wilson, Everett 
James E. Winton, Spokane 

Publications 
Kenneth P. Short, Seattle, Chairman 
Marian Gallagher, Seattle 
Neil J. Hoff, Tacoma 
Ed Raftis, Seattle 
Alice Ralls, Seattle 

Public Relations 
J. David Andrews, Seattle, Chairman 
Efrem S. Agranoff, Everett 
Terry Brooks, Yakima 
Jerome Buzzard, Olympia 
Gordon G. Conger, Seattle 
Donald L. Donaldson, Longview 
Michael Donohue, Spokane 
Robert Fraser, Ellensburg 
Wallace Friel, Pullman 
William M. Gerraughty, Spokane 
Archie M. Greenlee, Seattle 
James R. Gregg, Vancouver 
Jerrold K. Hallam, Aberdeen 
Arlis Johnson, Hoquiam 
Ralph L. Jones, Walla Walla 
Neil J. Lynch, Olympia 
Wm. Gordon Kelley; Wenatchee 
Ronald K, McAdams, Walla Walla 
Edward McKinlay, Pasco 
John C. Merkel, Bremerton 
Douglas D. Peters, Selah 
Ray J. Petersen, Seattle 
David E. Rhea, Bellingham 
Alfred G. Rode, Burlington 
Michael J. Sterb\ck, Tacoma 
Laurel L. Tiller, Centralia 
James S. Turner, Seattle 
John J. Van Buskirk, Tacoma 
Jerome Walstead, Longview 
Richard J. Waters, Bellingham 
John A. Westland, Jr., Kennewick 
Leslie Leroy Woods, Spokane 
Keith Yates, Dayton 
Ted Zelasko, Aberdeen 

Real Property, Probate & Trusts 
John J. Champagne, Olympia, Chairman 
Gordon Blechschmidt, Grandview 
William A. Branigin, Seattle 
Robert ·M. Brown, Spokane 
Myron J. Carlson, Everett 
William E. Clancy, Seattle 
Bryce H. Dille, Puyallup 
W. Todd 'Elias, Spokane 



Robert E. Heaton, Seattle 
J. Anthony Hoare, Seattle 
David Hutchison, Vancouver 
W. Harold Hutchinson, Seattle 
Edward D. Jones, Stanwood 
Louis C. Kiefer, Seattle 
Frank R. Manning, Puyallup 
Robert A. Milne, Ephrata 
John Paglia, Tacoma 
Gerald A. Reitsch, Longview 
Milton P. Sackman, Ritzville 
John F. Sherwood, Seattle 
Norman F. Trezona, Spokane 
William G. Viert, Tacoma 
Merrill Wallace, Bremerton 

Resolutions 
Harold Pebbles, Olympia, Chairman 
Jerome F. Combs, Tacoma 
William Fraser, Bremerton 
Russell V. Hokanson, Seattle 
George W. McCush, Bellingham 
Richard H. Riddell, Seattle 
Darrell E. Ries, Moses Lake 
Charles Scanlan, Spokane 
Jerome R. Walstead, Longview 

Statute Law 
Robert L. Charette, Aberdeen 
Bernard J. Gallagher, Spokane 
Charles P. Moriarty, Seattle 
Charles R. Olson, Bellingham 
Daniel J. Riviera, Seattle 

Subversive Activities 
William B. Bantz, Spokane, Chairman 
John D. Cartano, Seattle 
Paul R. Derr, Spokane 
Larrie E. Elhart, Bothell 
Ralph R. Gilby, Olympia 
Richard Harris, Seattle 
Robert L. Holtzclaw, Seattle 
A'lan S. Hutchinson , Tacoma 
Peter M. Lind, Seattle 
Kenyon E. Luce, Tacoma 
Joseph Meagher, Everett 
Laurence S. Moore, Pasco 
Charles V. Moren, Seattle 
Jan Eric Peterson, Seattle 
Charles C. Ralls, Woodinville 
Harry F. Wood, Bellevue 

Unauthorized Practice of Law 
T. David Gnagey, Spokane, Chairman 
Leo A. Anderson, Seattle 
Allan R. Billett, Tacoma 
Lloyd A. Ducommun, Seattle 
Charles Gallup, Vancouver 
Andrew L. Garnes, Tacoma 
A. Clemens Grady, Port Townsend 
William G. Ingalls, Everett 
Evan E. Inslee, Bellevue 
William Iunker, Spokane 
Arlis W. Johnson, Hoquiam 
Madison R. Jones, Walla Walla 
James B. McCoy, Longview 
David M. McGoldrick, Tacoma 
Orville H. Mills, Seattle 
Theodore A. Roy, Yakima 
Frank A. Shiers, Port Orchard 
Ronald W. Sholund, Olympia 
Sidney J. Strong, Seattle 
H.J. Triesch, Spokane 
John B. Troup, Tacoma 
Ronald E. Thompson, Tacoma 

Young Lawyers 
Llewelyn G. Pritchard, Seattle, Chairman 
H. John Aitken, Seattle 
George Akers, Seattle 
William W. Baker, Everett 
Charles Wm . Beresford, Seattle 
Harry M. Cross, Jr. , Seattle 
James Gavin, Yakima 
Bradford M. Gierke, Tacoma 
William W. Goss, Jr., Spokane 
Michael Herb, Edmonds 
Thomas J. Heye, Richland 
Odine H. Husemoen, Longview 
Stephen L. Johnson, Kent 
Thomas E. Kelly, Everett 
Edward W. Kuhrau, Seattle 
William Lemke, Olympia 
Robert C. Mussehl, Seattle 
Harvey S. Poll, Seattle 
Gregory H. Pratt, Tacoma 
John Quirk, Spokane 
David P. Roberts, Spokane 
Don W. Schussler, Yakima 
Curtis L. Shoemaker, Spokane 
Parks Weaver, Olympia 
Robert W. Winston, Spokane 

SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
Attorney-Accountant Conference 

John J. Reha, Jr., Tacoma, Chairman 
James 0. Arthur, Bremerton 
Donald A. Cable, Seattle 
Rodney Carrier, Olympia 
Thomas R. Collins, Everett 
Leo C. Goodman, Bellingham 
Karl K Krogue, Spokane 
Scott B. Lukins, Spokane 
E. M. Murray, Tacoma 
James Stewart, Montesano 
Patrick A. Sullivan, Spokane 

Bar-Bench Press 
Robert A. Felthous, Selah 
E. Glenn Harmon, Spokane 
George W. McCush, Bellingham 
Arthur R. Paulsen, Tacoma 
Charles H. Todd, Seattle 
Francis J. Walker, Olympia 
Roy C. Mitchell, Seattle, ex officio 

Code of Professional Responsibility 
George W. Martin, Seattle, Co-Chairman 
Howard Pruzan, Seattle, Co-Chairman 
Grant Armstrong, Chehalis 
Harwood Bannister, Mount Vernon 
Stanley J. Burkey, Tacoma 
Harvey Erickson, Spokane 
Valen Honeywell, Tacoma 
William F. Ingram, Everett 
Allan L. Overland, Tacoma 
Del Cary Smith, Sr., Spokane 
Willard J. Wright, Seattle 

Committee on Committees 
Payne Karr, Seattle, Chairman 
Harwood Bannister, Mount Vernon 
Harrison Dano , Ellensburg 
D. N. Morrison, Spokane 
Robert C. Mussell, Seattle 
Harold Pebbles, Olympia 
John W. Riley, Seattle 

Discipline 
Charles I. Stone, Seattle, Chairman 
Richard R. Hodge, Tacoma 
John Huneke, Spokane 

Brooks K. Johnson, Tacoma 
Thomas Malott, Spokane 
Fred C. Palmer, Yakima 
Donald E. Spickard, Seattle 
Ex Officio : 

Hon. Marshall A. Neill, Olympia 
Hon. Richard F. Broz, Seattle 
Hon. Keith M. Callow, Seattle 
Hon. Thomas G. McCrea, Everett 

Federal Rules of Procedure 
Robert Meisenholder, Seattle, Chairman 
R. Max Etter, Jr., Spokane 
Keith Gerrard, Seattle 
Edward E. Level, Everett 
Robert J. McNichols, Spokane 
Charles F. Murphy, Olympia 
William J. Rush, Tacoma 
Stanley D. Taylor, Pasco 
Robert J. Willis, Yakima 

History of the Bar 
Alfred J . Schweppe, Seattle, Chairman 
Edward W. Allen, Seattle 
Marian G. Gallagher, Seattle 
Matthew W. Hill, Olympia 
Benjamin H. Kizer, Spokane 
E. K. Murray, Tacoma 
Charles H. Paul, Seattle 
Ralph B. Potts, Seattle 

Industrial Insurance 
Charles F. Warner, Seattle, Chairman 
George H. Davies, Seattle 
Stephen H. Good, Everett 
Wilbur J. Lawrence, Seattle 
James E. Mciver, Seattle 
Fred S. Merritt, Seattle 
Hugo Metzler, Tacoma 
H. Frank Stubbs, Tacoma 
Peter Visser, Lynden 
Louis E. Prediletto, Yakima 

Insurance 
Bruce Maines, Seattle, Chairman 
George W. Clarke, Seattle 
Robert A. Felthous, Selah 
Wallace B. Hager, Tacoma 
Eugene Huppin, Spokane 
Paul N. Luvera, Mount Vernon 
John A. Paglia, Tacoma 
John P. Lycette, Seattle 
Martin G. Weber, Spokane 

Internal Revenue Liaison 
Frank J. Butler, Spokane, Chairman 
Carl C. Conrad, Tacoma 
David J. Freeman, Olympia 
Joseph D. Holmes, Jr., Seattle 
Leon C. Misterek, Seattle 
John T. Piper, Seattle 
Charles L. Thomas, Tacoma 

International Law 
Griffith Way, Seattle, Chairman 
Edward W. Allen, Seattle 
Murray J. Anderson, Tacoma 
Charles B. Howard, Seattle 
Robert V. Jensen, Olympia 
Ralph W. Johnson, Seattle 
Clay Nixon, Seattle 
Gerald R. O'Melveny, Spokane 

Judicial Liaison Committee 
Neil Hoff, Tacoma 
John S. Lynch, Olympia 
Kenneth P. Short, Seattle 
Charles I. Stone, Seattle 
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Justice Court 
Mark Patterson, Everett, Chairman 
Marshall D. Adams, Tacoma 
Kenneth A. Cole, Bellevue 
Roger K. Garrison, Sunnyside 
David W. Gossard, Jr., Seattle 
Richard M. Holt, Issaquah 
Jack S. Kurtz, Bellingham 
Frederfck M. Meyers, Seattle 
Filis L. Otto, Tacoma 
John J. Schiffner, Spokane 
Larry C. Shannon, Olympia 
Gordon Swyter, Ritzville 
John D. Thomas, Ellensburg 
Albert Yencopal, Richland 

Medical-Legal Liaison 
Robert P. Piper, Seattle, Chairman 
Robert L. Bell, Spokane 
William D. Cameron, Seattle 
Robert E. Conner, Wenatchee 
Julian C. Dewell, Everett 
Betty B. Fletcher, Seattle 
Mathew D. Griffin, Everett 
Willard W. Jones, Spokane 
Frank T. Kuntz, Wenatchee 
James R. Lowry, Tacoma 
Annon W. May, Tacoma 
William J. Rush, Tacoma 
James Vander Stoep, Chehalis 
Duane E. Taber, Pasco 

Minimum Fee 
Paul R. Cressman, Seattle, Chairman 
Dino S. Batali, Tacoma 
Charles T. Cole, Stanwood 
Craig Davis, Bellingham 
Frederick W. Gilbert, Spokane 
Bruce P. Hanson, Yakima 
Douglas R. Hartwich, Seattle 
Neil Lynch, Olympia 
J. D. McMannis, Colfax 
Robert S. Mucklestone, Seattle 
Louis H. Pepper, Seattle 
David E. Rhea, Bellingham 
James S. Scott, Yakima 
Allan H. Toole, Spokane 

Official Photographer 
John D. McLauchlan, Seattle 

Professional Corporations 
Robert Lee Ager, Seattle, Chairman 
Patrick C. Comfort, Tacoma 
C. Lee Coulter, Everett 
Donald C. Dahlgren, Seattle 
Robert Hunt, Seattle 
Francis A. LeSourd, Seattle 
John P. Lycette, Seattle 
Charles L. Thomas, Tacoma 

Revision of the Judicial Article 
E. Frederick Velikanje, Yakima, Chairman 
Lloyd W. Bever, Seattle 
Myron L. Borawick, Midway 
Lee J. Campbell, Chehalis 
Robert S. Day, Pasco 
W. Ronald Groshong, Seattle 
Russell V. Hokanson, Seattle 
C. A. Orndorff, Spokane 
P-aul Steere, Seattle 
Newell Smith, Everett 
Rush Stouffer, Tacoma 
DeWitt Williams, Seattle 
Leon L. Wolfstone, Seattle 
Ex Officio: 

Kenneth P. Short, Seattle 

Travel 
John D. McLauchlan, Seattle, Chairman 
Marian G. Gallagher, Seattle 
Kenneth E. Gemmill, Spokane 
Edwin R. Johnson, Tacoma 
Edward M. Lane, Tacoma 
Victor D. Lawrence, Seattle 
Vernon Lindskog, Olympia 
Yvonne Montchalin, Washougal 
Walter J. Robinson, Jr., Yakima 
William A. Stiles, Sedro Woolley 
Ex Officio: 

Alice Ralls, Seattle 

Washington State Bar Association 
Foundation Twstees 

Rush Stouffer, Tacoma, Chairman 
John Huneke, Spokane 
Payne Karr, Seattle 
Ex Officio: 

Robert 0. Beresford, Seattle 

World Peace Through Law 
Lionel E. Wolff, Spokane, Chairman 
Leo J. Driscoll, Spokane 
Robert Hauth, Olympia 
James F. Hemiot, Tacoma 
Florence M. Merrick, Pasco 
Earl A. Phillips, Seattle 
Richard C. Reed, Seattle 
Lee J. Reynolds, Port Angeles 
Rex S. Roudebush, Tacoma 
Donald Van Fredenberg, Seattle 
Ex Officio: 

Hon. Frank Hale, Olympia 
Hon. Edward E. Henry, Seattle 
Hon. Charles Horowitz, Seattle 

LOCAL ADMINISTRATIVE 

AND TRIAL COMMITTEES 
First and Seventh Congressional Districts 

LAC King County 
Richard R. Albrecht, Seattle, General 

Chairman 
Sub-Committee No. 1 

Hugh R. McGough, Seattle, Chairman 
Bernard J. Barnes, Seattle 
Clifford Benson, Seattle 
Barry H. Biggs, Seattle 
John 0. Burgess, Seattle 
Theodore John Collins, Seattle 
John A. Godfrey, Seattle 
Richard M. Ishikawa, Seattle 
Stephen L. Johnson, Kent 
Robert H. Lamb, Seattle 
Albert L. Levinski, Seattle 
James M. Martin, Seattle 
Robert E. Prince, Seattle 
R. Jack Stephenson, Seattle 
Arthur D. Swanson, Renton 
Duane Tewell, Seattle 
Harold F. Vhugen, Seattle 
James R. Woolston, Seattle 

Sub-Committee No. 2 
Howard P. Pruzan, Seattle, Chairman 
Nelvin Bettis, Seattle 
Paul J. Codd, Seattle 
Patrick T. Corbett, Seattle 
Alan L. Froelich, Seattle 
Michael R. Green, Seattle 
Arthur R. Hart, Seattle 
Thomas W. Huber, Seattle 
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Hans C. H. Jensen, Seattle 
Hubert M. Jones, Seattle 
David C. Lycette, Seattle 
George M. Mack, Seattle 
Ronald A. Murphy, Seattle 
Richard C. Nelson, Bellevue 
Barbara Ohnick, Seattle 
Laird B. Peterson, Seattle 
John R. Praeger, Seattle 
Herbert M. Stephens, Seattle 
Daniel E. Tolfree, Seattle 
Irwin L. Treiger, Seattle 

Fee Sub-Committee 
Donald L. Thoreson, Seattle, Chairman 
G. Robert Brain, Seattle 
William D. Cameron, Seattle 
Harold S. Fardal, Seattle 
Thomas J. Greenan, Seattle 
Richard L. Gemson, Seattle 
Douglas R. Hendel, Seattle 
Jerome M. Johnson, Seattle 
Edward N. Lange, Seattle 
Gary F. Linden, Seattle 
Roy E. Mattern, Seattle 
Frank W. Payne, Federal Way 

Trial Committee 
George G. Bovingdon, Seattle 
Craig P. Campbell, Seattle 
Gordon Clinton, Seattle 
Brian L. Comstock, Seattle 
Paul R. Cressman, Seattle 
William L. Dwyer, Seattle 
R. George Ferrer, Seattle 
Lisle R. Guernsey, Seattle 
William C. Hallin, Seattle 
Raymond Haman, Seattle 
James C. Harper, Seattle 
Evan Inslee, Bellevue 
Stanley N. Kasperson, Seattle 
Nelson T. Lee, Seattle 
Thomas D. Loftus, Seattle 
John P. Lycette, Seattle 
Michael Mines, Seattle 
William H. Mullen, Seattle 
Richard M. Oswald, Seattle 
John A. Roberts, Seattle 
Ward L. Sax, Seattle 
William R. Smith, Seattle 
Richard S. Sprague, Seattle 
Richard M. Thatcher, Seattle 
William Wesselhoeft, Seattle 

Second Congressional District 

LAC Clallam-Jefferson Counties 
Paul E. Froude, Port Angeles, Chairman 
Howard V. Doherty, Port Angeles 
Frank B. Platt, Port Angeles 

Trial Committee 
A. Clemens Grady, Port Townsend 
Calmar A. McCune, Port Townsend 
Tyler C. Moffett, Port Angeles 

LAC Skagit-Island Counties 
Richard L. Pitt, Oak Harbor, Chairman 
George E. McIntosh, Mount Vernon 

Trial Committee 
Fred R. Lubbe, Burlington 
David A. Welts, Mount Vernon 
Ted Zylstra, Oak Harbor 

LAC Snohomish County 
Andrew T. Nielsen, Everett, Chairman 
Chester R. Bennett, Edmonds 
Robert C. Bibb, Arlington 
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Trial Committee 
Dennis Britt, Everett 
Myron J. Carlson, Everett 
Edward D. Jones, Stanwood 
Charles W. Shepherd, Edmonds 

LAC Whatcom-San Juan Counties 
Sam W. Peach, Bellingham, Chairman 
Marshall Forrest, Bellingham 
David Rhea, Bellingham 

Trial Committee 
R. F. Atwood, Bellingham 
George Livesey, Jr., Bellingham 
Richard J. Waters, Bellingham 

Third Congressional District 

LAC Clark-Skamania Counties 
R. DeWitt Jones, Vancouver, Chairman 
Gilbert Kleweno, Vancouver 
Dale Whitesides, Vancouver 

Trial Committee 
William C. Boettcher, Vancouver 
Earl W. Jackson, Battleground 
Dale W. Read, Vancouver 

LAC Cowlitz-Wahkiakum Counties 
Jerry A. Houston, Longview, Chairman 
Ronald Huntington, Kelso 
William R. Studley, Longview 

Trial Committee 
Mark F. Andrews, Jr., Longview 
Donald L. Donaldson, Longview 
Herbert H. Springer, Longview 

LAC Grays Harbor-Pacific Counties 
Clark W. Adams, Aberdeen, Chairman 
Omar S. Parker, Hoquiam 
Charles B. Welsh, South Bend 

Trial Committee 
John E. Close, Aberdeen 
James M. Stewart, Montesano 
Theodore F. Zelasko, Aberdeen 

LAC Lewis County 
Laurel Tiller, Centralia, Chairman 
Harry J. Hall, Chehalis 
Jerry T. Moore, Centralia 

Trial Committee 
Dale M. Nordquist, Centralia 
Gilbert C. Valley, Chehalis 
James A. VanderStoep, Chehalis 

LAC Thurston-Mason Counties 
Donald W. Taylor, Olympia, Chairman 
Glenn E. Correa, Shelton 
Ralph G. Swanson, Olympia 

Trial Committee 
Benjamin F. Heuston, Shelton 
Vernon L. Lindskog, Olympia 
Barrett J. White, Olympia 

Fourth Congressional District 

LAC Benton-Franklin Counties 
Thomas J. Heye, Richland, Chairman 
Duane E. Taber, Pasco 
John A. Wilkins, Kennewick 

Trial Committee 
Edward B. Critchlow, Richland 
Thomas B. Gess, Kennewick 
Curtis Ludwig, Kennewick 

LAC Columbia-Garfield-Asotin Counties 
Theodore Little, Clarkston, Chairman 
A. F. Archer, Dayton 
S. Dean Arnold, Clarkston 

Trial Committee 
C. A. McCabe, Pomeroy 
Orno Shoemaker, Clarkston 
H. N. Woolson, Dayton 

LAC Grant-Adams-Lincoln Counties 
W. W. Miller, Ritzville, Chairman 
Edward G. Cross, Ritzville 
Ken Earl, Moses Lake 

Trial Committee 
Edward A. Dawson, Wilbur 
Darrell E. Ries, Moses Lake 
Paul R. White, Ephrata 

LAC Kittitas County 
H. K. Dano, Ellensburg, Chairman 
David H. Gorrie, Ellensburg 
Ralph L. Schuller, Ellensburg 

Trial Committee 
Robert L. Fraser, Ellensburg 
Jack McSherry, Cle Elum 
John D. Thomas, Ellensburg 

LAC Klickitat County 
Alf M. Jacobsen, Goldendale, Chairman 
Thurman E. Ward, Goldendale 

Trial Committee 
Howard W. Elofson, Yakima 
Thomas B. Grahn, Yakima 
Joseph C. Murphy, Toppenish 

Note: The Trial Committee for Yakima 
County is to be used for Klickitat 
County. 

LAC Walla Walla County 
Murray Taggart, Walla Walla, Chairman 
Phelps R. Gose, Walla Walla 
Vaughn Hubbard, Waitsburg 

Trial Committee 
H. H. Hahner, Walla Walla 
Stephen Ringhoffer, Walla Walla 
William M. Tugman, Walla Walla 

LAC Whitman County 
Hugh Aitken, Pullman, Chairman 
Lawrence E. Hickman, Colfax 
Don Sheahan, Rosalia 

Trial Committee 
Wallis W. Friel, Pullman 
Wesley A. Nuxoll, Colfax 
Charles Shoemaker, Pullman 

LAC Yakima County 
Gordon Blechschmidt, Grandview, 

Chairman 
Leonard M. Cockrill, Yakima 
Warren L. Dewar, Jr., Yakima 
Walter Weeks, Jr., Yakima 

Trial Committee 
Howard Elofson, Yakima 
Thomas B. Grahn, Yakima 
Joseph C. Murphy, Toppenish 

Note: The Trial Committee for Yakima 
County is to be used for Klickitat 
County. 

Fifth Congressional District 

LAC Chelan-Douglas Counties 
James Arnell, Wenatchee, Chairman 
Richard G. Jeffers, Wenatchee 
Sam R. Sumner, Jr., Wenatchee 

Trial Committee 
Robert F. Murray, Wenatchee 
W. Gordon Kelley, Wenatchee 
Ernest R. Whitmore, Jr., Wenatchee 

LAC Ferry-Okanogan Counties 
Kelly Hancock, Omak, Chairman 
Richard A. Perry, Republic 
James Robert Thomas, Okanogan 

Trial Committee 
Granville Egan, Republic 
Rhesa E. Mansfield, Okanogan 
John T. Moran, Jr., Oroville 

LAC Spokane County 
Patrick H. Murphy, Spokane, Chairman 
Frederick A. Clanton, Spokane 
Harold D. Clarke, Spokane 
J. Donald Curran, Spokane 
Warden Hanel, Spokane 
R. G. McBroom, Spokane 
George R. Nethercutt, Spokane 
T. Glover Patterson, Spokane 
Edwin R. Roberts, Spokane 

Trial Committee 
Philip S. Brooke, Jr., Spokane 
Leo N. Cashatt, Spokane 
Frank H. Johnson, Spokane 
Joseph Nappi, Spokane 
Lawrence E. Thayer, Spokane 
Paul S. White, Spokane 

LAC Stevens-Pend Oreille Counties 
Robert D. Skidmore, Colville, Chairman 
Sidney R. Buckley, Colville 
Phillip P. Skok, Chewelah 

Trial Committee 
Daniel L. Collins, Colville 
Lloyd A. Eyrich, Newport 
James P. McNally, Ione 

Sixth Congressional District 

LAC Kitsap County 
Leonard W. Kruse, Port Orchard, Chairman 
Philip M. Best, Bremerton 
James T. Munro, Bremerton 

Trial Committee 
Curtis H. Coons, Bremerton· 
William R. Garland, Bremerton 
Terence Hanley, Bremerton 

LAC Pierce County 
Merrifield B. Rees, Tacoma, Chairman 
Grant L. Anderson, Tacoma 
F. Curtis Hilton, Tacoma 
Paul Hoffman, Jr., Tacoma 
Edward M. Lane, Tacoma 

Trial Committee 
George W. Christnacht, Tacoma 
Ellsworth I. Connelly, Tacoma 
George W. Dixon, Tacoma 
Vincent L. Gadbow, Tacoma 
Charles R. Johnson, Tacoma 
Frank A. Peters, Tacoma 
Thomas R. Sauriol, Tacoma 
Gordon A. Scraggin, Tacoma 
Harold M. Tollefson, Tacoma 
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@ Around the State 

Election Results 

The unofficial results (no ab
sentee count unless otherwise 
noted) of most of the judicial and 
prosecuting attorney races held 
November 3 in this state are as 
follows: 

King: Prosecuting attorney
Christopher T. Bayley (R) 169,223 
over Edward Heavey (D) 167,778 
(includes absentee count). Judge, 
Seattle District Justice Court Posi
tion No. I -Janice Niemi 74,028 
over John G. Ritchie 47,094. 
Judge, Bellevue District Justice 
Court Position No. 2-A. P. {Tony) 
Wartnik 11,024 over Richard C. 
Carrithers 9,506. 

Kitsap: Prosecuting attorney
John C. Merkel (D) 17,438 over 
Bruce Brunton (R) 13,658. (Voters 
failed to give a $975,000 county 
jail bond issue enough of a push, 
and the measure fell just short of 
the required 60% approval. It 
received 58% approval, the same 
percentage it received when it was 
turned down a year ago.) 

Pierce: Prosecuting attorney
Ron Hendry (R) 52,281 over John 
G. Mccutcheon (D) 50,288. 

Clallam: Prosecuting attorney-
s. B. Taylor (R) 6,695 over Nathan 
Richardson (D) 4,824. 

Whatcom: Prosecuting attorney 
-Jane Addams Mason (D) 12,502 
over James P. {Casey) Thompson 
(R) 11,587. {This results in the 
only and perhaps the first woman 
prosecuting attorney in the state.) 

Mason: Prosecuting attorney-B. 
E. McClanahan (D) 3,363 over John 
E. Ragan (R) 3,288. 

Thurston: Prosecuting attorney 
-Smith P. Troy {D) 14,595 over 
Jerome L. Buzzard (R) 11,862. 

Lewis: Prosecuting attorney
Brian Baker (R) 7,346 over Gilbert 
C. Valley (D) 7,229. 

Spokane: Prosecuting attorney 
-Donald C, Brockett (D) 47,539 
over Roger Reed (R) 34,437. 

CLARK REPORT 
By DUANE LANSVERK 

Clark County has been blessed 
with more new attorneys this fall. 
Richard C. Pinkerton has associated 
with the firm of Knapp & O'Dell in 
Camas. For the past fourteen years, 
however, he was the owner and 
editor of the Lewis River News in 
Woodland, Washington. With that 
background he must be considered 
a prime candidate to write this 
column in the future. Dick is married 
and has two children. 

Terrance D. Hannon has asso
ciated with the firm of Read & 
Church. He took his law training at 
the University of San Diego and the 
University of Oregon. His under
graduate work was at Washington 
State. Terry, who is the son of 
Judge Hannon from Pacific County, 
is single. 

EAST KING REPORT 
By CHARLES F. DIESEN 

William West of Bothell has been 
joined by a new associate, Mrs. Lee 
Kraft. Mrs. Kraft previously prac
ticed in Kansas before moving to 
Washington and passing the July, 
1970, Bar examination. 

Lyle Neely has moved his family 
from Yakima and joined Ostrander 
and Van Eaton as an associate. 

Evan E. Inslee is chairman of the 
U.G.N. campaign for lawyers on the 
East side of Lake Washington. 

Bellevue will have two new at
torneys around the first of the year. 
Richard Carrithers has announced 
his intention to open a practice 
there after approximately two years 
with Powell, Livengood, Dunlap 
and Silvernale in Kirkland. William 
L. Kinzel, who has served for a 
number of years as Chief Criminal 
Deputy in the King County Prose-
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cutor's office, says he will begin 
private practice in Bellevue when he 
leaves the Prosecutor's office. 

ISLAND REPORT 
By TEDD. ZYLSTRA 

The Bar was eagerly anticipating 
the joint meeting in November with 
the physicians. Duane Buchholz was 
arranging a fine affair for the two 
professions at the Captain Whidbey . 

John N. Stafford, a 1966 gradu
ate of the University of Washing
ton, joined our ranks on November 
9. He will be a deputy prosecuting 
attorney and will also be associated 
with Edward C. Beeksma in private 
practice. 

Harold Baily is now administra
tive assistant to the Island County 
Engineer and is also carrying on the 
private practice of law in the Post 
Office Building in Coupeville. 

LEWIS REPORT 
By DAN J. AGNEW 

Youthful leadership in the Lewis 
County Bar Association will be 
perpetuated for the second straight 
year, as Brian Baker was unani
mously elected its new president. 
H. John Hall was commended for 
increasing the local bar's coffers 
tenfold during his year in the presi
dent's chair-on the day he was 
elected the treasury was blessed 
with one dollar, a year later a re
vealing report indicated that there 
was now ten. 

Jack Cunningham has had a 
pretty busy fall-a day's work is 
lost each week to figuring his 
entries in the P.l. football fore
cast ... The Chehalis firm of 
Murray, Armstrong and Vander
Stoep has taken up residence in 
new offices a hove the Lewis 
County, P.U.D. building. 
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PIERCE REPORT 
By DAVIDE. SCHWEINLER 

On October 15 the regular bi
weekly meeting of the Tacoma
Pierce County Bar Association met 
concerning the adoption of a new 
Minimum Bar Fee Schedule. The 
schedule was adopted and is being 
disseminated to all Pierce County 
attorneys. 

On October 29 the association 
met at the Old Tacoma Elks Club 
and had as its speaker the Honor
able Frank H. Roberts, Jr., Superior 
Court Judge, who spoke on "The 
Keeton-O'Connell Act." 

SEA TILE-KING REPORT 
By LLEWEL YN PRITCHARD 

Steve Paul Moen, former King 
County Deputy Prosecuting Attor
ney, has joined Stern, Gayton, 
Neubauer & Brucker as an associ
ate ... Andrew J. Young has been 
appointed by Gov. Evans to the 
State Board for Community 
Colleges. 

Lewis P. Stephenson, Jr., 43 , a 
Boeing supervisor for more than 12 
years, has been named the new 
Superior Court Administrator, re
p lacing Edmund J. Carey, who 
resigned . .. George F. Kachlein, 
Jr., 63, executive vice president of 
the American Automobile Associa
tion , has resigned effective January 
1, 1971. He will handle special 
assignments for the AAA executive 
committee and president. 

Warren L. Wilson, Edmonds, has 
been appointed director of the 
Puget Sound Governmental Con
ference's law and justice program 
which is designed to identify and 
coordinate aspects of criminal 
justice having a regional nature ... 
Joyce M. Thomas will become 

Bellevue's first full-time city attor
ney January 1. She is being em
ployed by the City as a legal con
sultant during December in order to 
learn the ins and outs of the maze 
of ordinances, resolutions and rul
ings before filling the new post. 

Roger Leed and Jeffrey Brotman 
have become associated with the 
firm of Schroeter, Jackson, Gold
mark & Bender ... Joyce L. Lucas 
has joined the Legal Department of 
Security Title Insurance Company 
of Washington as claims counsel. 

The Public Defender Office has 
received a grant for $42,000 from 
the State Law & Justice Planning 
Office, under the Omnibus Crime 
Control & Safe Streets Act of 
1968 . .. Phil Schwarz has been 
appointed Judge of the Vashon 
District Justice Court by the 
County Council on an interim basis 
until he assumes the position on 
January 11, 1971. Schwarz received 
more votes than two other candi
dates for the position in the 
primary election. 

Malcolm A. Moore and Robert 
S. Mucklestone have been ap
pointed to serve on Tax Manage
ment's new "Estates Gifts and 
Trusts" Advisory Board. 

The October, 1970 issue of 
Youth and the Law published by 
SKCBA's Young Lawyers Section is 
entitled "Driving Your Car: Pitfalls 
and Penalties". The issue is written 
by Richard C. Carrithers. 

SPOKANE REPORT 
By THOMAS R. CHAPMAN 

Dennis W. Reynolds (G.U. '69), 
former law clerk for the Court of 
Appeals, Division III, in Spokane, is 
now associated with Dan Gaiser in 
the Old National Bank Building. 

This month the young lawyers 
section of the Spokane Bar hosted a 
party for all young lawyers at the 
Spokane Elks Club. 

Dick Hayes (G.U. '70), formerly 
Judge Evans' clerk in superior 
court, and clerk for his successor, 
Judge Shields, has become asso
ciated with MacGillivray, Jones, 
Clarke & Schiffner. 

THURSTON-MASON REPORT 
By STEPHEN J. BEAN 

Frank J. Owens was recently 
elected President of the under-35 
group of attorneys because he is 
over 35 and is viewed as an elder 
statesman by those of us under 35. 
As of this date, the group has no 
name and no defined purpose but it 
meets at 5 :00 P.M. on the last Fri
day of each month at various wa
teringholes popular with lawyers 
and with Legislators. 

YAKIMA REPORT 
By RANDY MARQUIS 

President Robert A. Felthous 
has announced that a committee 
has been appointed to study the 
feasibility of establishing a Lawyer 
Referral Service in Yakima County. 

Roscoe Hogan, national chair
man of the environmental law 
section of the American Trial 
Lawyers' Association, has ap
pointed Douglas D. Peters of Selah 
as Washington State chairman of 
this section. 

By way of editorial comment, 
congratulations are offered to G. 
William Baker, producer of the 
highly successful Woody Allen 
comedy, "Don't Drink the Water" 
which opened Nov. 5, 1970, at the 
Yakima Little Theatre. The show 
featured such attorney-thespians as 
Vista lawyer Mike Schwab; and F. 
James Gavin of the firm of Gavin, 
Robinson, Kendrick, Redman & 
Mays. 
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(2) Briefly Noted 

The Public Defender Association 
in Seattle now has a staff of nine
teen attorneys, seven investigators, 
five secretaries, one secretarial aide 
and one law librarian/messenger. 
During the first year the budget of 
the Board of Defender Office 
totaled $234,851. The second year 
budget totals approximately 
$274,996.50. $25,000 of the funds 
for both budgets was supplied by 
the City of Seattle. The remainder 
is o ht ained from Model Cities 
monies. 

In addition the Defender Asso
ciation has entered into a contract 
with King County to supply legal 
services in the Justice and Superior 
Courts at a cost of approximately 
$25,000 per month. 

* * * 
Frank J. Eberharter has suc

ceeded E. Frederick Velikanje as 
delegate from the Washington State 
Bar Association to the ABA. 

* * * 

Personal appearances are no 
longer necessary for admission to 
the U.S. Supreme Court bar. It can 
now be done by mail and all it 
takes is two sponsors, three years' 
good standing before the highest 
court of a state, and $25 fee. Last 
term the personal appearance ritual 
had grown so popular that it in
volved 3,965 lawyers and typically 
consumed half an hour of every 
four-hour supreme court session. 

*** 

A lawyer protesting the use of 
State Bar Association funds has 
paid dues under protest and has 
been allowed to resume practicing 
in local courts. Anthony Schwab, 
27, a 1969 graduate of the Univer
sity of Washington Law School, 
contends the dues requirement is 
unconstitutional and has appealed 

to the State Supreme Court. The 
high court suspended Schwab June 
11. He said he would not object to 
paying that portion of the dues for 
bar activities relating to the public 
welfare, but he believes the associa
tion has exercised "excessive 
power." Schwab said he does not 
approve a part of the dues going for 
the Bar News. In August, Superior 
Court Judge Keith M. Callow 
denied Schwab's motion to restrain 
the association from stopping his 
practice for failure to pay dues. 

*** 
At its meeting on October 15, 

1970, the Board of Trustets of the 
Young Lawyers Section of the 
Seattle-King County Bar Associa
tion adopted a resolution that it 
would not hold any meetings or 
other functions in any private club 
which discriminates on the basis of 
race or religion and urged the board 
of the senior bar to do the same. 

The Board of Trustees of the 
Young Lawyers Section also passed 
a resolution urging its members not 
to participate in private social clubs 
that discriminate on the basis of 
race or religion. 

*** 

William H. Rodgers, Jr., Uni
versity of Washington law pro
fessor, has sent a letter to all 
members of the Legislature. In it he 
put legislators on notice to deal 
with the "Model Bill on the Report
ing of Campaign Contributions and 
Expenditures" in the forthcoming 
session. 

"Failing that," he concluded, 
"my guess is that an effort to 
impose reform from without in the 
form of an initiative campaign is a 
virtual certainty." 

The model bill was drafted 
originally by Rodgers and Roger M. 
Leed of the Young Lawyers Section 
of the Seattle-King County Bar 
Association. 

With slight modifications it was 
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introduced in the 1969 Legislature 
by executive request as Senate Bill 
500. It languished and died in a 
Senate committee. 

"We will be making a lot of 
progress if we get a hearing on this 
bill," Leed believes. But he adds 
that chances for adoption of it 
"don't look rosy." 

Rodgers' letter to legislators is 
accompanied by a copy of the 
model bill. 

Briefly, the bill would establish 
an elections commission which 
could function as a broad-based 
fair-campaign-practices committee. 
It would require full disclosure by a 
designated campaign treasurer of 
each candidate or political com
mittee, defined as anyone who 
expects to spend more than $500 in 
any campaign. 

It also would impose obligations 
to report at designated periods 
during the campaign and after the 
election and would establish a 
system of checks on the accuracy 
of disclosures. Penalties would 
range from mild fines to potential 
loss of office. 

Leed said the initiative picture is 
encouraging, but that it all depends 
on the "temperature of discontent" 
of the voter. 

"And that temperature of dis
content with the electoral process 
seems to be going up," he said. 

*** 

The Internal Revenue Service, 
rushing its study under strong pres
sure, announced it would grant tax 
exemptions to public-interest law 
firms under guidelines prohibiting 
any profit whatsoever. 

"So long as within the organiza
tion, it is agreed that the litigation 
would be in the public interest and 
not for private gain, it can be 
classified as charitable" and tax 
exempt, I.R.S. Commissioner 
Randolph W. Thrower said at a 
news conference. 
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The World of the Lower Courts 
(continued from page 6) 

be handled as matters for corrective action, such as 
by the use of driver retraining, correction of physical 
or of mechanical deficiencies, or simply a change of 
driver attitude where necessary. If a driver refuses to 
change his attitude or to take other necessary cor
rective action, then his driver's license is taken. We 
could then treat it as a crime if he continued to drive. 
The courts would be limited to a fact-finding role in 
these more minor violations, with another agency 
involved in driver analysis and correction after the 
violation was admitted, or found to have been com
mitted by the court. A system such as this would put 
the courts in a proper role-one which they could 
perform-and would allow us to concentrate on 
traffic safety without charges of cash register justice 
and quota systems. 

Court Coordination 
Court coordination is also an important area of 

study. In King County alone, for example, we now 
have three separate types of lower court, with from 
three to twenty individual courts of each type. We 
must at least have a single system of lower courts 
within each county, if not throughout the state. Uni
formity of procedure, policy and sentence is 
otherwise impossible. 

Although we have this wealth of courts, everyone 
involved in a default divorce, an adoption, all Juvenile 
Court matters, all motions and ex parte orders in 
Superior Court, must come to the county seat. Why 
must two Auburn lawyers who prefer to argue a 
motion to Judge McLeod in the District Court in 
Auburn come to Seattle? Why must a Federal Way 
lawyer bring his Federal Way client to Seattle to 
present formal proof in a default divorce case? The 
lower court judges generally would be glad to hear 
these matters on a pro tern basis. This would not only 
serve the attorneys and people living far from the 
county seat, but would also force coordination 
between the superior courts and the lower courts. 

I have only touched on a few areas where improve
ments in the lower courts must be made. They could 
generally be made quite easily, if we will only start 
examining the needs of these courts. Though we have 
ignored them, to everyone else-to the people served 
by the courts-the lower courts are the courts . It's 
time that we started to so view them also. 

D 

Judicial Discipline 
(continued from page 8) 

same type of due process in the judgment of their 
conduct. 

The proposed rules closely approximate the rules 
for discipline of attorneys. The investigative com
mittees which screen the complaints have lawyer 
representation and for this reason the possibility of 
whitewashing legitimate complaints by the discipline 
committee is diminished. The discipline committee 
itself is made up of judges representing all levels of 
the court and in this respect it parallels the trial 
committee and Board of Governors ( exclusively 
lawyers) who handle the discipline of lawyers. 

Secrecy of the proceedings is preserved to prevent 
potential abuse of the system by revolutionaries or 
those seeking to use it to influence judicial elections. 

The sanctions are severe when the power to issue 
public reprimands and reprimands with recommenda
tions that the judge resign or retire are framed · in 
terms of the judge having to face the electorate. 

Lastly, this plan has one advantage that should not 
be overlooked. It can be instigated immediately, with
out waiting for a vote of the people. If it proved 
inadequate, a constitutional change could come later, 
after a trial period, for example. 

What Another Conspiracy? 
(continued from page 12) 

□ 

movement. This may be good for the government, 
bad for the movement. Heretofore, the white-radical 
movement, in Seattle as elsewhere, had been trying to 
disperse leadership, allowing it to develop naturally 
and spontaneously out of specific events and col
lective action. Not all New Leftists in the Pacific 
Northwest are enamored of the Seattle Eight or the 
SLF; yet the government's repressive legal action 
automatically raises them to positions of "spokes
men," "leaders," perhaps even "martyrs." This could 
retard the development of independent groups, of 
leadership emerging from the ranks. 

In addition to receiving help from the prestigious 
firm of Cravath, Swaine & Moore in preparing the 
pretrial briefs, the defense is also enjoying the services 
of Michael Tigar, the defense lawyer from Los 
Angeles who worked on the pretrial phase of the 
Chicago case, and of three local attorneys: Carl 
Maxey, the recent unsuccessful challenger for Sen. 
Henry Jackson's Senate seat; and Lee Holley and 
Jeffrey Steinborn, two young Seattle attorneys. 

(continued next page) 

25 



What Another Conspiracy? 
( continued from page 25) 

However, the costs will be high, since the best guess is 
that the trial will last several months. 

Various defense benefits have been held in an 
effort to raise the $50,000 that will probably be 
needed. William Kunstler, chief counsel for the 
Chicago Seven, spoke here recently to help raise the 
money, making clear the connection between the 
nationally publicized Chicago case and the local one. 
A variety of defense funds have also been organized, 
one a University of Washington entity headed by two 
professors there, Melvin Rader and Harry McAndrew. 

It is expected that the trial itself will resemble the 
Chicago case only in the similarity of charges; no 
circus is anticipated, and an attempt will be made to 
get down to the constitutional questions. Judge Boldt 
is a highly respected, though deeply conservative, 
jurist who is expected to maintain at least the sem
blance of impartiality. Recently, however, he ordered 
the trial switched to Tacoma, a far more conservative 
city 30 miles south of Seattle, thus offering the 
defendants an even smaller chance of obtaining a jury 
of their peers, and making it difficult for their friends 
and supporters to be present. The change of venue is 
being appealed. 

Whether or not the _ government can win con
victions is, in a sense, beside the point. As one 
defendant told me, "Even if we are found innocent
as a fair jury would have to find us-we will have had 
at least six months of our lives tied up in order to 
prove it. That message might well dissuade others 
from engaging in radical organizing." Another 
defendant added: "If we get off at the expense of 
losing energy that could have gone into the building 
of the Movement, I don't think it will be a victory." 

But victory right now depends upon a number of 
factors: the judge, the nature and mood of the jury, 
the conflict in life styles, the innuendoes of con
spiracy, and-not the least-money to defend the 
case. 

D 
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Fred Palmer, Yakima and 
Charles Burdell, Seattle 

Judge Eugene A. Wright and 
Gale D. Barbee, Seattle 

John M. Cooper, Seattle and 
Judge Morell E. Sharp, Olympia 



MacLauchlan At Large 

~ 

.A. Graham Greenlee, Seattle Gerald G. Tuttle, Seattle Lester C. Voris, Bellingham 

Muriel Mawer, Seattle John Ripple, Spokane John Lynch, Olympia 

r 
Robert Mussehl, Seattle Tom Loftus, Seattle James P. Curran, Kent 
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@ The Courts 

SUPREME COURT PRACTICE 
By WILLIAM M. LOWRY 

Supreme Court Clerk 

A summary of issues to be argued during the 
January 1971 Session of the Supreme Court which 
may be of interest to the Bar are summarized below. 
An asterisk indicates the case is before the Court by 
way of a petition for review from the Court of 
Appeals. 

CRIMINAL 

41221 - Criminal Law - Did the trial court err in 
denying a motion to dismiss when defendant im
prisoned on prior charge was not brought to trial 
within 120 days on present charge? 

41704 - Criminal Law* - Is it error in a prosecution 
for violation of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act for 
the trial court to deny evidence by the defense that 
the drug possessed by defendant was either not of the 
quantity or quality to be susceptible of use as a 
narcotic? 

CIVIL 

40970 - Community Property - Is a wife's cause of 
action barred or extinguished by her subsequent 
marriage to the tortfeasor; and, if so, is the cause of 
action revived or the bar removed by a divorce grant
ing to the wife the cause of action as her separate 
property? 

41174 - Community Property - Is separate property 
of the husband converted into community property 
by a mortgage executed by the community to obtain 
funds with which to pay off mortgage on the proper
ty entered into to make improvements both before 
and after marriage? Should R.C.W. 26.16.200 be 
applied retroactively? 

41557 - Condemnation - Attorney's Fees - Was it 
error under the provisions of R.C.W. 8.25.070 for the 
trial court to award attorney's fees on a contingent 
basis when said attorney's fees were in excess of the 
actual attorney's fees incurred by the respondent? 

41588 - Contracts* - Is part payment by the buyer 
sufficient consideration for an agreement by the seller 
to waive the balance? Does a forbearance from declar
ing a forfeiture by the seller constitute consideration 
for the seller's agreement to waive the balance? 
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41264 - Defamation - A suit against a magazine - Is 
the manager of a public relations business, who fre
quently makes public speeches on controversial 
issues, manages political campaigns, and a member of 
campaign policy making committees a "public 
figure"? 

41534 - Inheritance Tax - Is a power of appoint
ment created after 1931 and exercised by a Wash
ington resident upon her death subject to an inheri
tance tax when the trust estate was created in Mary
land and a Maryland trust company held legal title to 
the trust property? 

41612 - Landlord and Tenant* - Are exculpatory 
clauses in leases, exempting the lessor from liability 
for consequences of negligence, against public policy 
and therefore void? 

41332 - Municipal Corporations - Is an ordinance 
arbitrary and capricious because it restricts for fire 
protection purposes building to seaward more than a 
certain distance from an "improved public street or 
alley" rather than an access with equal hydrants? 

40965 - Municipal Corporations - Is a municipal 
corporation liable for increased costs due to unfore
seen conditions when the contract provides that each 
bidder must rely on his own examination of 
conditions? 

41592 - Municipal Corporations* - Can a P.U.D. 
take assignments of conditional sales contracts from 
retail sellers of electrical appliances and advance 
P.U.D. funds to satisfy the purchaser's obligation 
pursuant to a prior understanding between the P.U.D. 
and the retail seller in order to stimulate sales of 
electricity? 

41167 - Religious Societies - Question of right of 
ownership of real and personal between church and 
parent religious organization involved in doctrinal 
dispute. Does the fourteenth amendment bar the 
action? If not, does a religious organization have 
capacity to bring suit in a civil court where its con
stitution states its powers ar.e wholly moral and 
spiritual and what consideration would be given to 
how the property was acquired? 

41298 - Taxation - Is sale of used rental cars by 
company engaged in business of renting cars a sale of 
capital assets and therefore not taxable business 
under the B & 0 tax? 

41697 - Torts* - Does strict liability in tort apply 
to a lessor of chattels (golf cart) as well as to the 
manufacturer and is a disclaimer of liability contained 



in the lease agreement inconsistent with strict 
liability? 

41542 - Unfair Trade Practices - Is the investment 
of the Washington Natural Gas Company in lease 
appliances proper and to be distinguished from selling 
as defined by R.C.W. 80.04 by the Washington 
Utilities and Transportation Commission for rate 
making purposes, and therefore, not subject to the 
Consumer Protection Act? Was the Oil Heat Institute 
of Washington, Inc., a non-regulated, non-profit 
corporation, entitled to intervene since it is not 
authorized under R.C.W. 80.04.110 to file a 
complaint? 

41442 - Wrongful Death - Does R.C.W. 4.24.010 
create a cause of action by parents for mental 
anguish, pain, and suffering arising from the loss of a 
child? If so, was it error for trial court to deny 
psychiatric testimony as to mental state of mother 
after death of child? 

41508 - Zoning - May specific zoning of certain 
property be held in abeyance for an indeterminate 
period and specific zoning thereafter adopted without 
complying with rezoning procedures, and, if so, for 
how long? 

41562 - Zoning - Does a property owner acquire 
such an interest under a zoning ordinance that any 
subsequent amendment made thereto pursuant to a 
comprehensive plan would be arbitrary and capricious 
unless substantial public interest could be shown? 

SUPERIOR COURT NEWS 
By ROBERT M. ELSTON,Judge 

King County Superior Court 

President-Judge Wiehl has named committees with 
the following judges as chairmen: James W. Mifflin 
(King), Auditing; Hardyn B. Soule (Pierce), Bench
Bar-Press; Story Birdseye (King), Budget; Albert N. 
Bradford (Walla Walla), Court Room Security; David 
W:' Soukup (King), Criminal Law; Alfred 0. Holte 
(Snohomish), Family Court; Richard J. Ennis 
(Lincoln), Institutions; Warner Poyhonen, Judicial 
Ethics-Grievance; Frank L. Price (Cowlitz), Justice 
Court Liaison; Richard G. Patrick (Benton-Franklin), 
Juvenile Court; Charles Z. Smith (King), Juvenile 
Court Code Subcommittee; Keith M. Callow (King), 
Legislative; Harry A. Follman (Skagit), Mental Health 
and Retardation; William J. Wilkins (King), Nominat
ing; John H. Kirkwood (Grays Harbor), Parole Board 
Liaison ; Story Birdseye, Pensions; Felix Rea (Grant), 

Practice and Procedure; F. A. Walterskirchen (King), 
Probate Code; W. R. Cole (Kittitas), Public Rela
tions-Information; John C. Tuttle, Committee for 
Re-Examination of Standards of Judicial Ethics; 
Theodore S. Turner (King), Representative on 
Judicial Task Force on Rules of Criminal Procedure; 
Oluf Johnsen, Revision of Judicial Article; John T. 
Day (Benton-Franklin), Spring Meeting; George H. 
Revelle, Trial Judges' Center. 

*** 

Judge Edward E. Henry (King) is urging the Legis
lature to fund a narcotics addiction treatment facility 
in a state institution. His recommendation was made 
in a letter to Chief Justice Robert T. Hunter as Chief 
Justice of the State Supreme Court which considers 
recommendations of superior court judges and for
wards them to the Legislature. Judge Henry noted 
that "A number of our judges on the King County 
Bench are quiteconcerned because there is np ade
quate facility ... for the treatment of ... persons 
with narcotic problems." In 1935 the legislature 
established a state narcotic farm and colony at 
Northern State Hospital but has not appropriated any 
money for the program since 193 7. 

* * * 

Judge Horton Smith (King) has been elected Presi
dent of Seattle Drug and Narcotic Center 
(SEADRUNAR). The center operates a halfway 
house for narcotic addicts featuring a group therapy 
and confrontation program. 

* * * 
Judge George H. Revelle has been appointed by 

Governor Evans to the State Law and Justice Com
mittee. Judge Revelle has been active for some time 
in a number of the Committee's activities, including 
the development of curricula for training programs at 
Providence Heights (Issaquah) for law enforcement 
personnel. 

Ed. Note: Some copy slipped into Judge 
Elston's column last month which was neither 
written nor submitted by him. The first item in 
his column was based on rule changes for
warded by Judge Robert J. Bryan. The second 
item was based on newspaper articles. City 
Desk promises in the future not recklessly to 
insert copy in byline columns. 
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NEWS FROM THE COURTS 
OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

By THOMAS B. RUSSELL, Judge 
Northeast District Justice Court 

A highlight of fall activity in the state was the 
educational discussion programs put on by the Wash
ington State Magistrates Association under the 
auspices of a grant from the State Committee on Law 
and Justice. Meetings were held in Kelso, Olympia, 
Port Angeles, Bellingham, Seattle, Richland, Yakima, 
Wenatchee, Spokane, Colville and Clarkston as part of 
the most ambitious training program ever conducted 
by any group in the state. Participating instructors 
included judges from Oregon and Michigan as well as 
such home-state talent as Court of Appeals Judge 
Jerome Farris, Superior Court- Judge David Soukup, 
and District Court Judge Gerard Fisher and Municipal 
Judge Al Yencopal. In addition to such pragmatic 
judge-type courses as sentencing and evidence, special 
"how-to" courses in setting up Defensive Driving 
Schools, Alcohol Information Schools and Voluntary 
Probation Officer programs were included in the cur
riculum to open up the variety of sentencing alter
natives available to our Courts of Limited 
Jurisdiction. 

* * * * * 

The fall also saw some innovative proposals head
ing for the legislature as a result of the Annual Con
ference of the Magistrates Association presided over 
by outgoing president Hon. Lyle Truax of the West 
District Court of Clark County. These proposals 
passed by the membership include legislation that 
would merge all police, municipal and justice of the 
peace courts into one state-wide district court system, 
that would require full-time, professional probation 
officers for all district courts, that would raise the 
maximum penalties for misdemeanors and gross mis
demeanors to $500 and/or 6 months, and $1000 
and/or 1 year, respectively, and that would waive the 
mandatory D.W.I. jail sentences if the defendant 
enters a court-prescribed alcoholism treatment pro
gram. The membership also voted to recommend the 
Judicial Article proposed by the Governor's Revision 
Commission with the modifications that District 
Court Judges be subject to the same provisions on 
selection, qualifications, disqualification and removal 
as the other parts of the state judiciary and that 
District Courts be constitutionally required to be 
courts of record. 
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0 Twenty Years Ago 

A lovely lawyer wed. Ann King, Spokane, spoke 
the vows with Alfred 0. Craig. She said she was not 
giving up the practice oflaw, however. 

From Spokane also came word that Dick Munter 
was elected Washington's delegate to the American 
Bar Association. 

Vice-President Alvin W. Barkley dropped in on 
Gonzaga Heidelberg night and recounted his happy 
law student days. 

It was also reported from the news of the time 
that President Truman made a nonpolitical talk at 
that school. This is a little difficult to understand 
about "give 'em hell, Harry." 

BIRTHS 

Frank Malloy, Watervillw, was appointed lobbyist 
for the Washington State Bar Association .... John 
Panesko was elected prosecuting attorney of Lewis 
County when the absentee ballots were all counted 
.... James M. Stewart, Montesano, was recalled to 
active duty in the United States Navy .... Raymond 
W. Clifford was appointed Superior Court Judge of 
Thurston and Mason Counties .... Miss Shirley Marie 
Geddes was the first of her sex to become a member 
of the Bar of Clallam County .... W. J. Daly was 
elected prosecuting attorney of Jefferson County 
.... Carl Dahlberg escaped from Seattle to practice 
in Wenatchee .... Former Supreme Court Justice 
William E. Steinert was appointed Chairman of the 
committee on the Administration of Justice. 

CROSSED THE BAR 

Colonel William E. McClure, 76, Seattle. 
Carl J. Smith, 85, Seattle. He, an immigrant from 

Sweden, had been chairman of the Seattle Bar Asso
ciation's Constitution Days for many years. 

L.B. da Ponte, 71, a very colorful, retired General 
Counsel of the Northern Pacific Railway. 

The Whatcom County Bar Association reported a 
Legal Institute conducted in the presence of the 
Board of Governors. Alfred McBee of Mt. Vernon was 
chairman, Harry Elliott and Tracy Griffin conducted 
the committee on Trial Practice. The Institute was 
reported as a great success. 

Incidentally, President Welts threw what he 
thought was a "Heinrich pass" to Tracy Griffin. 
Tracy received it and then ran the wrong way. Thus 
the Bar progressed in 1950. ' 

MERRY XMAS 

David J. Williams 
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Male liberation-a father (who earned $465 per 
month with four children in his custody) was held 
entitled to receive child support from the community 
earnings of his ex-wife and her new husband (who 
earned $1,350 per month but paid $100 per month 
child support payments to his former wife and 
assisted in the care and support of his father who 
resided with him). Hinson v. Hinson, 1 Wn. App. 348 
(1969). This case of first impression in this state is 
discussed in the following article by Joan Wolverton 
which appeared in The Seattle Times on October 25, 
1970: 

Child custody seems to be one area where divorce 
law is gradually changing in this state. Changing to 
favor men and children-and perhaps women, depend
ing on how you look at it. Some people value having 
the children; some, not having them; some would 
want only what is best for them and the children. 

Betty Howard, Seattle attorney, has seen more and 
more men get custody of children in her 22 years of 
law practice. These custody cases are the exceptions, 
but they are happening. 

Mrs. Howard pointed to a rather remarkable court 
decision made last November by one of the state's 
new appellate courts. 

The case, Hinson vs. Hinson, involved a man who 
had been given custody of his four children in an 
earlier divorce trial. The higher court was asked to 
consider another decision, in which the same man had 
been awarded, in effect, child-support payments from 
the earnings of his wife's new husband. 

The court, Division Three of the State Court of 
Appeals, upheld the decision, basing its ruling on 
community-property and child-support concepts. 
Said the court: 

"A man who marries a woman with children in the 
custody of the father ... enters the new marriage 
relation subject to the prior claim of child support 
against the community of the new marriage." 

The court also said that the idea men only should 
pay support was slightly out-of-date in "this day of 
women's emancipation and their participation at 
almost every level of responsibility in business, 
government and community affairs." 

In fact, said the court, " ... it would be contrary 
to public policy to permit either a father or a mother 
to evade his or her responsibility to support their 
offspring by the device of a remarriage." 

Mrs. Howard thinks the Hinson decision "bad 
law," which probably will be applied only in cases 
where there is a large discrepancy between earnings of 
the divorced parent. (In Hinson, the divorced mother 
wasn't working but her new husband was making 

Quotes Quoted {!) 
much more money than her ex-husband who had the 
four children to support.) 

"I think the ruling shortchanges the new hus
band," said Mrs. Howard. "But in cases where the 
ex-wife is working, she should contribute to the 
children's support along with the father." 

On the other hand, Judge James thinks the Hinson 
ruling to be sound, because it applies the 
community-property concept to women as well as 
men. 

Judge James also has seen many "shifts of 
thought" in divorce and custody cases. He presided 
over many cases as King County Superior Court 
Ju dge for 20 years, and he summed up the changes 
this way: 

"Courts used to go by abstract moral standards 
and were sometimes inclined to use custody of the 
child as a weapon of the litigants ... to revenge or 
inflict hurts ... Judges have to have enough guts to 
stand up for what is right for the children although 
one or the other party may violate some social 
precept." 

There are cases, he said, where "it is not true a 
child is best off with his mother and the courts today 
are recognizing it ... The courts have not abandoned 
the basic concepts, such as very young children are 
generally best off in their mother's care. But the 
courts are no longer applying the basics blindly. They 
are applying them more critically, analytically, scien
tifically and properly." 
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Office Practice Tips 

TIME CHARGES VERSUS UNIT CHARGES 

When Lee Turner addressed the Bar of Washington 
at the Annual Convention in Vancouver this fall he 
pointed out that with an office having a supporting 
staff of eight non-lawyers to each lawyer, it wasn't 
feasible for the lawyer to simply charge his time. 
Consequently, their office has developed the unit 
charge system. Now there's a good deal to be said for 
this in any office and perhaps we should all consider 
some modification. 

On the way up to Vancouver I stopped to see my 
old friend, Harwood Bannister, at Mt. Vernon and 
was very much impressed with the manner in which 
his firm keeps and posts the record of services. They 
use a peg-board system and the slips go to the recep
tionist who types the detail from each day on the 
face of the ledger card and posts the time in dollars 
on the back of the card or on another record. At the 
end of the month all the lawyers have to do is to read 
the card and see what detail he has handled, mentally 
adjust the time for unit value and dictate· "To serv
ices above X number of dollars," which is ~ntered by 
the bookkeeper. The cards are then thermofaxed and 
the statements placed in window envelopes. 

Prepared by the Committee on Law Office Economics and 
Management, Richard C. Reed, Seattle, Chairman, Harry E. 
Hennessey, Spokane, Editor. 

This column is a,clearing house for better ways to run the law 
office. Contributions are solicited from all members of the 
Bar and should be sent to the editor at Post Office Box 324 
Spokane, Washington 99210. ' 
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A lawyer in Pekin, Illinois, pointed out to me at 
the Fourth Annual Conference in New York that by 
posting detail in this fashion the ledger card becomes 
a docket and by simply reviewing the ledger card 
itself you can tell where any case in the office stands. 
Between the full information to the client and the 
review potential I feel that the argument against post
ing detail has been met. 

The system is further simplified by placing each 
lawyer's ledger cards in a separate tray so that when 
posting the receptionist need only get that lawyer's 
ledger cards and tray from the bookkeeper. With just 
a few cards in the tray posting is also simplified and 
speeded. We picked up this idea from the New York 
firm of Dewey and Ballentine and it is really worth
while . Call it to the attention of your bookkeeper. 

I have never been completely satisfied with the 
peg-board because it is elaborate and expensive. A 
simple solution is the adaptation of an Efficiency 
Wiremaster Duplicate Dispatch Book No. 499-W 
which can be purchased at any office stationery store. 
A simple rubber stamp can be used on the originals. 
We have adopted the following form: 

ATTY. 

CLIENT 

FILE 

SERVICE 

CHG. DATE 

For an appointment book the stationery stores 
carry a unit called "Week at a Glance." It is available 
both in pocket model and desk size. As Jong as all of 
your clients for the day are entered as you go you can 
always fill out your detail slips the next morning if 
you are too busy to do so during the day time. If you 
will have your law clerks, legal assistants, and legal 
interns keep the same type of record and if their slips 
will go in daily to the receptionist all the charges on 
the ledger card can be kept in sequence. 

This combination of the Efficiency Dispatch Book 
with a rubber stamp and the "Week at a Glance" 
appointment book on the desk together with a "Week 
at a Glance" appointment book in the attorney's coat 
pocket appear to give the advantages of both the 
Lawyer's Day and the peg-board time record at much 
less expense. 

Harry E. Hennessey 
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Lawyer / Public ~ 

A lawyer's greatest asset is his reputation in the 
community. 

This again is the conclusion of a new professional 
survey of the public, this time in North Dakota. 

More than half the public singled out reputation as 
the most important qualification considered when 
selecting an attorney, far ahead of the more obvious 
alternatives, "asking friends" and using "the one (law
yer) I know." 

(A widespread survey of the public in Texas 
made by a professional firm for the Texas bar 
showed that a whopping 80 per cent select an 
attorney on the basis of his reputation.) 

In North Dakota, general reputation in the com
munity also was cited by 60 per cent of the surveyed 
lawyers as the most influential factor used by the 
public in judging an attorney, and 56 per cent said 
that referral was their main means of acquiring 
clients. The survey recommendation: 

"Public relations begins and ends with indi
vidual effort and individual image." 
Three main complaints made against lawyers in 

this latest survey, as in all others before it, were 
these: Lawyers overcharge, are too slow, and do not 
keep their clients well enough informed of their own 
cases. 

The dispute over fees was a major point of con
flict. Of the public responses , 49 per cent saw the 
"indefiniteness" of cost as the major reason why 
people put off seeing a lawyer. 

The public and lawyers disagreed sharply over 
whether the lawyer discusses fees at the start of their 
relationship: Only 24 per cent of the public said their 
fees were estimated at that time, but 77 per cent of 
the lawyers claimed they do estimate in the 
beginning. 

One lawyer comment: "I find it exception
ally helpful when explaining fees to make the 
client aware that lawyers have a substantial 
overhead cost. That everything taken in is not 
profit. This is particularly useful in probate and 
contingent fee work where the charges may 
seem out of proportion to the hours involved." 
One recommendation coming out of the survey: A 

public re1ations program should cover the suggested 
fee schedule and present a frank discussion of how a 
lawyer is paid. This will help in creating a better 
client/lawyer relationship and build image in the long 
haul. 

-Public Relations Committee 

Young Lawyers e 
PROGRAM PLAN 1970-71 

SERVICES TO LA WYERS AND THE PROFESSION 

Law School Liaison. Liaison between the members 
of the Washington State Young Lawyers Commit
tee and the law schools in the State of Washington . 
Chairmen: George W. Akers and Curtis L. Shoe
maker. 

Uniform Superior Court Rules. Involves the draft
ing of a set of local Superior Court Rules for the 
State of Washington. 

Chairman: William W. Baker 
Vice-Chairmen: James Gavin and Don W. 
Schussler 
Sub-Committee Chairmen: Memoranda and 
Briefs - Ralph Schuller, C. William Beresford; 
Divorce - Bradford M. Gierke, Gregory H. 
Pratt, and Robert Duetscher; Probate - William 
J. Cruzen, Philip Thom 

Public Relations. Prepare articles with regard to 
work of the Committee for publication in the 
Washington State Bar News. Coordinate news in
formation about the work of the Committee with 
the Board and Mr. Mitchell. 

Chairman: Edward W. Kuhrau 

Lawyers In Public Service. Provide opportunities 
for lawyers in public service to be a meaningful 
part of the Bar. 

Chairmen: William Lemke and Christopher T. 
Bayley 

Admissions Ceremony - Oath. Review existing 
Admission Programs in the State of Washington, 
obtain information on Admission Programs in 
other states. Review of oath of admission. 

Chairman: C. William Beresford 

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITY 

Lawyer Liaison - Youth and the Law. Involves 
lawyers acting as liaison with secondary schools in 
the state whereby they are available to the schools 
to provide information about the law and about 
the legal profession. 

Chairman: Bradford M. Gierke 

Reform and Modernization of Legal Profession. 
The development and support of programs involv
ing model organizations of legal professions , in
cluding group legal services, prepaid legal insurance 

(continued on next page} 
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and specialization. 
Chairmen : David P. Roberts and John Quirk 

Statutory Reform. The examination and drafting 
of legislation for presentation to Board of Gov
ernors for implementation. 

Chairmen: William H. Rodgers , Jr. and Roger 
Leed 
Vice-Chairman: Bradford M. Gierke 

Environmental Law Committee. Assistance to 
groups who are protecting the environment. 

Chairman: Harvey S. Poll 

Prison Reform. A review of the existing Prison 
Reform operations. Develop methods for improv
ing our prison and rehabilitation system. 

Chairman: Stephen L. Johnson 

Drug Abuse. Coordination of existing American 
Bar Association programs on education for greater 
understanding of drug abuse. 

Chairman: Thomas J. Heye 

Consumer Affairs. Develop and report consumer 
legislation. Analysis of existing programs of assist
ance to consumers. 

Chairman : Robert C. Mussehl 

Bail Reform. Review existing program in the area 
of bail reform. Development of new concepts. 

Chairman: George W. Breck 

All young lawyers in the State of Washington are 
urged to participate in one of these committees. 

Name: ______________ _ _ _ _ 

Address: ____ ____________ _ 
Street 

City State Zip 

Committee Preference : 

#1 ________________ _ 

#2 _________________ _ 

#3 ________________ _ 

Complete and return to Washington State Young 
Lawyers Committee, 505 Madison Street, Seattle, 
Washington 98104. 
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@ Law School News 

Gonzaga: 

In order to provide Gonzaga University law stu
dents with some practical experience, the Connelly 
Chapter of Phi Alpha Delta , national law fraternity, is 
sponsoring some extracurricular projects, according 
to Dean Lewis H. Orland. In one project, students are 
riding about town in Spokane Police Department 
prowl cars with on-duty patrolmen to give them a 
first-hand look at the problems encountered by the 
police force in the performance of their duties. In 
another project, a large number of these students 
have volunteered their services on a part-time basis 
with the Spokane County Legal Services. 

Other students are working again this year with 
the inmates of the Washington State Penitentiary at 
Walla Walla providing them advice on domestic prob
lems which may occur while they are serving their 
terms in prison. Third and fourth year law students 
travel to Walla Walla on a regular basis to consult with 
the prisoners and counsel them on matters involving 
their families. The Washington State Department of 
Institutions provides travel expenses. Walla Walla law
yers are supervising the students. 

University of Washington: 

The following figures have been released by the 
University of Washington Placement Office showing 
where the law grads go. The figures for the 1970 
grads yet unemployed may vary considerably with 
the results of the bar exam. 

PLACEMENT 1970 1969 

Sole private practice 0 2 

Asso. with sole practitioner 5 1 

Asso. with Law Firm 25 23 

Clerkships with judges 13 16 

Employed with Corporate 
Law Departments 0 0 

Employed with Govt. Law 
15 19 Departments 

Employed with Legal Service 
Agencies (Peace Corps, 
Vista, etc.) 2 8 

Teaching (Law) 0 2 

Entering Military Service 12 19 

Nonlegal Employment 5 7 
Unemployed 16 18 

Graduate School 4 



Condon Commentaries 

Condon Commentaries, a weekly 
publication of news and opinion at 
the Student Bar Association of the 
University of Washington School of 
Law, is being offered now on a 
yearly subscription basis for $6.00. 

Typical articles in recent issues 
of the Commentaries have been 
comments from professors and 
students on the abortion issue and 
President Nixon's recent speech on 
Vietnam. 

Subscription orders will be 
accepted 

c/o Condon Commentaries 
Student Bar Association 
School of Law 
University of Washington 
Seattle, Wash. 98105 

Phone: 543-4077 

Wall Street Law Firms 
· Lift Initial Pay 

to $16,000 

Some Wall Street law firms have 
again raised starting salaries, and 
now pay lawyers without ex
perience $16,000, up from $15,000 
last year. 

Cravath Swaine & Moore, the 
firm that first increased starting 
salaries of lawyers to $15,000, said 
its lawyers with a year's experience 
get $17,500, up from $16,500 in 
1969, and are usually raised to 
between $19,000and $19,500after 
two years from $18,000 or 
$18,500. 

Davis Polk & Wardwell, another 
Wall Street law firm, said its salary 
scale is competitive with Cravath 
Swaine & Moore. 

Location of Files? 

Clark R. Belknap, an attorney 
practicing in south Seattle, died in 
February, 1970. Anyone knowing 
the whereabouts of his records and 
files, please contact Robert A. 
Harnack, 402 Grosvenor House, 
Seattle 98121. 

Notices (D 
Wanted and Unwanted 

For Sale: Complete and 
up-to-date set of USCA. Michael C. 
Llpscomb, 208 Bellingham National 
Bank Bldg., Bellingham 98225 
(734-6390). 

For Sale: ALR 2nd and 3rd; Am 
Jur 1st and 2nd; Am Jur Proof of 
facts; Am Jur Pleading and Practice. 
Highest reasonable offer (Seattle, 
CH 3-9004). 

Wanted: Older dictaphone (1960 
or so) in decent operating condition 
not more than $50.00 (Seattle, MU 
2-5460). 

For Sale: RCW; RCWA; Am Jur 
Plead. & Prac., 21 vols; Wash. Dig., 
26 vols. ; Proof of Facts, 23 vols.; 
Modern Legal Forms, 15 vols. 
Frank 0. Witt, 1008 South Yakima 
Avenue, Tacoma 98405 (BR 
2-2157). 

For Sale: Vol. 1-39 ALR 2nd, 
also some Wash. Reports 2nd; Want 
to Buy: 1st series Wash. Reports, 
ALR 2nd Vol. 43 to end of 2nd 
series, Am Jur 2nd Vol. 47 to date, 
Wash. Reports 2nd Vol. 74 to date. 
Paul R. Logsdon, Box 717, Morton, 
Wash. 

WILL INFORMATION 
SOUGHT 

Will executed September 21, 
19 5 5, by Russell Robert Uttley. 
Anyone having information regard
ing original of this will please con
tact 

David J. Erwin 
Attorney at Law 
81-711 Highway Ill 
Indio, California 92201 

LAWYER PLACEMENT SERVICE 
By DAVID L. BROOM 

The Young Lawyer's Committee of the Washington State Bar Association operates 
a Lawyer Placement Service at the State Bar Office, 505 Madison Avenue, Seattle, 
Washington 98104, and at the Spokane County Law library, Paulsen Building, 
Spokane. The service is available to members of the Association and recent law 
graduates seeking legal opportunities and employers seeking legal personnel. The 
service is offered without cost to either the applicant or prospective employers. The 
following are summaries of a few of the many applicants on file: 

1. 1968 U.W. Law graduate, Law Review, returning to Washington from 
service. Seeks general private practice. 

2. Eastern Washington county seeking several full-time civil and criminal 
deputy prosecutors. $900 to $1000 to start. 

3. Lawyer with prominent firm in large city having six years' insurance 
defense litigation experience seeks relocation. 

4. Lawyer needed to direct and implement new OEO Legal Aid program for 
multi-county Eastern Washington area. 

5. Army J.A.G. officer, U.W. Order of the Coif, seeking employment with a 
prosecutor's office or medium-sized firm in Eastern Washington. ' 

6. Seattle-area sole practitioner, recently elected to full-time position, needs 
an attorney immediately to take over entire practice. 
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@ calendar 

Dec. 12 Professional and Fiduciary Liability, State Bar 
Seminar ... Olympia, Red Bull Restaurant, 9 A.M. 

Jan. 6-9 Land Use Planning and Related Environmental Problems 
.. . Big Mountain, Montana 

Jan. 16 Real Estate Transactions, Bridging-the-Gap ... Bannon 
Auditorium, Seattle University, 8:30 toJ 1 :30 A.M. 

Jan. 30 Wills and Probate Practice, Bridging-the-Gap . . . Bannon 
Auditorium, Seattle University, 8:30 to 11 :30 A.M. 

Feb.11-12 Western States Bar Conference ... Mountain Shadows, 
Scottsdale, Arizona 

Feb. 13 Bankruptcy and Wage Earner Proceedings, Bridging-the
Gap ... Bannon Auditorium, Seattle University, 8:30 to 
11:30 A.M. 

Feb. 27 Personal Injury Action, Bridging-the-Gap ... Bannon 
Auditorium, Seattle University, 8:30 to 11 :30 A.M. 

State Bar Association 

Annual Meeting 

September 9, IO and 11, 1971 

Portland Hilton 

Portland, Oregon 

Ninth Circuit 

Members of the State Bar who 
wish to be admitted to practice 
before the Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals may do so on December 9, 
1970, at 8:30 A.M., 8th Floor , 
United States Court House, Seattle. 
Forms should be obtained and 
completed prior to that date. 

AG OPINIONS 

AGO 1970 No. 18: 
Gives reasons for leaving HJR 

No. 6 (19 year old vote) on the 
November 1970 state general elec
tion ballot notwithstanding the 
recent amendment to the Federal 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 (18 year 
old vote). 

AGO 1970 No. 19: 
RCW 36.24.175 does not oper

ate so as to divest incumbent 
county coroners of their offices if 
they are owners or employees of a 
funeral home or mortuary. How
ever, such individuals will not be 
eligible to commence new terms of 
office in January 1971. Neverthe
less, such individuals are eligible to 

file and run in the 1970 election for 
the office of coroner. 

AGO 1970 No. 20: 
Discusses the applicability of 

cigarette excise tax to sales of cigar
ettes on Indian reservations. 

Opinion dated September 23, 1970 
to Honorable Elmer C. Huntley, 
State Senator: 

Concludes that the courts proba
bly would hold unconstitutional on 
both procedural and substantive 
due process grounds a proposed bill 
relating to student and faculty 
conduct and discipline at our vari
ous state institutions of higher 
education. 
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CLE at Big Mountain 

The topic for the CLE program 
at Big Mountain near Whitefish, 
Montana this year is "Land Use 
Planning and Related Environ
mental Problems". 

The registration fee for the 
four-day conference Jan. 6-9 is 
$75.00 per person and includes out
lines and supplementary materials. 
All accommodations should be re
served through Robert E. Sullivan, 
Dean School of Law, University of 
Montana, Missoula, Montana 
59801. 

The sessions will be from 8 - 10 
in the morning - 4:30 to 6:30 in 
the afternoon which will provide 
ample opportunity for .. outside 
recreation. All speakers will be pre
sent all of the time and will com
prise a panel for discussion and for 
answering questions from the 
audience at the end of each pres
entation. 

Western States 
Bar Conference 

The 1971 Western States Bar 
Conference will be held beginning 
Wednesday, evening, February 11, 
and Thursday, February 12, 1971. 

The meeting will be at Mountain 
Shadows, 5641 East Lincoln Drive, 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85253. 

Members of the Washington 
State Bar Association desiring to 
attend the conference should make 
their wishes known, via the office 
of the Washington State Bar Asso
ciation, to the President of the 
Washington State Bar Association, 
who is authorized by the Board of 
Governors to appoint official non
expense-paid delegates. 

Deadline for next issue of the 

Bar News is December 7, 1970 



A 

I CT SYSTEM I 
Publication 

for lawyers Only 

PRE-INCORPORATION Work Sheet 

PARTIES 

NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE 

NAME OF CORPORATION 
FIRST CHOICE 

ALTERNATIVE CHOICEc 

TRADE NAME(S) 

LOCATION OF BUSINESS 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 

ADDRESS DESCRIPTION OWN/LEASE 

OTHER PLACES OF BUSINESS (PLANTS, SALES OFFICES, WAREHOUSES, ETC.) 

ADDRESS DESCRIPTION OWN/LEASE 

NATURE OF BUSINESS 

PURPOSES: 

THE CORPORATION TRUST COMPANY . C T CORPORATION SYSTEM . CT LAW TECHNOLOGY, INC. 

CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 1218 THIRD A VENUE, SEA1TLE, W ASIDNGTON 98101: 

I am a lawyer. Send me a sample copy of your PRE-INCORPORATION WORK SHEET, 
which I understand will help me in pre-incorporation discussions with a client, give me a per-
manent record of those discussions and simplify my research of statutes governing incorporation. 

NAME 

FIRM 

ADDRESS 

CITY 

STATE ZIP 
704 
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